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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Rules and Regulations 
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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Executive Order 11429 


AMENDING EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 11302, RELATING TO TRAVEL EX- 
PENSES OF CLAIMANTS AND BENEFICIARIES OF THE VETERANS’ 
ADMINISTRATION AND THEIR ATTENDANTS 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 111 of Title 38 of 
the United States Code, it is ordered that section 2 of Executive Order 
No. 113021 of September 6, 1966, is hereby amended by substituting 


“six cents a mile” for “five cents a mile” in the first sentence of that 
section. 


Tue Wuire Hovsse, 
‘ September 9, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11106; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 10:29 a.m.] 


?31 F.R. 11741; 3 CFR, 1966 Comp., p. 146. 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter —Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 


PART 26—GRAIN STANDARDS 


Amendments of Inspection and Grade 
Designation Requirements 


Pursuant to the authority contained 
in section 8 of the U.S. Grain Standards 
Act (7 U.S.C. 84), $§ 26.80 and 26.87 of 
the regulations (7 CFR 26.80 and 26.87) 
under the Act are hereby amended as set 
forth below. 

Statement of considerations. The US. 
Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 71-87) has 
been amended by an Act of August 15, 
1968 (82 Stat. 761). Among other 
changes, 
mandatory inspection provisions for 
grain shipped in interstate commerce, 
except that such grain must be officially 
inspected if an official grade designation 
or official inspection mark is shown on 
any containers of the grain. Most of the 
amendments will become effective on 
February 11, 1969. However, those relat- 
ing to deletion of the inspection require- 
ments and providing grade designation 
requirements for grain shipped in inter- 
state commerce will become effective on 
September 14, 1968. 

Sections 26.80 and 26.87 of the regu- 
lations are revised accordingly below. 

The requirements for use of official 
grade designations for grain shipped in 
interstate or foreign commerce if de- 
scribed by grade have been made ap- 
plicable to such descriptions in advertis- 
ing and bag markings, and provision is 
made to permit the showing of informa- 
tion as to specified factors in addition to 
the official grade designation. However, 
the grade designation requirements for 
grain shipped in interstate commerce will 
permit the showing of official grade fac- 
tor information or the showing of other 
factor information, with or without an 
official grade designation. 

Further changes in the regulations, in- 
cluding section 26.80 will be needed when 
the other amendments of the Act become 
effective February 11, 1969, and will be 
prepared in cooperation with interested 
parties in the grain trade and grain in- 
spection agencies. 

Sections 26.80 and 26.87 of the regula- 


tions are amended to read, respectively, 
as follows: 


§ 26.80 Official 


tained, where. 


_(a) For each shipment of grain in for- 
eign commerce from a place where a li- 
cénsed inspector is located, which is sold, 
offered for sale, or consigned for sale 
by grade, an inspection by a licensed in- 
Spector must, in accordance with section 


inspection to be ob- 


the amendments delete the 


4 (7 US.C. 76) of the act, be obtained at 
the shipping point or at some convenient 
point en route. 

(b) For each shipment of grain in in- 
terstate commerce which is in a container 
which shows an official grade designation 
or an official inspection mark by means 
of a tag, label, or other visible represen- 
tation affixed to or shown on the con- 
tainer, an inspection by a licensed in- 
spector must be obtained on the basis of 
an official sample taken while the grain 
is being loaded into or is in such con- 
tainer. For the purpose of this paragraph, 
the term “container” shall include but 
not be limited to barges, railroad cars, 
trucks, and other bulk carriers, and bags, 
boxes, and other packages of grain. 


§ 26.87 Use of official grade designation. 


(a) No grain which is sold, offered for 
sale, or consigned for sale, for shipment 
in interstate or foreign commerce, shall 
be described in any advertising, price 
quotation, other negotiation of sale, con- 
tract of sale, invoice, bill of lading, or 
other document, or on bags or other con- 
tainers of the grain, as being of any 
grade, other than by an official grade 
designation, with or without additional 
information as to specified factors. 

(b) The description of grain by a 
proprietary brand name or trademark 
that resembles an official grade desig- 
nation will be deemed to be a description 
of grain by grade. 

With respect to grain shipped in inter- 
state commerce, the use of one or more 
grade factor designations set forth in the 
official U.S. standards for grain or other 
factor information will not be deemed 
to be a description of the grain by grade. 


The basic requirements for the above 
regulations are set forth in the amend- 
ments to the Act. The imminence of the 
effective date of the amendments to the 
Act does not permit opportunity for in- 
terested parties to express views or argu- 
ments with respect to these amendments 
of the regulations (7 CFR 26.80 and 
26.87) . Therefore, under the Administra- 
tive Procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C., sec- 
tion 553, it is found upon good cause that 
notice and other public rule making pro- 
cedures on the amendments are imprac- 
ticable, and good cause is found for mak- 
ing the amendments effective less than 
30 days after publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


These amendments shall become effec- 
tive September 14, 1968. 
(Sec. 8, 39 Stat. 485, 7 U.S.C. 84; 29 F.R. 16210, 
as amended, 32 F.R. 11741) 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 5th day 
of September 1968. 


G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10952; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER A—COMMODITY STANDARDS AND 
STANDARD CONTAINER REGULATIONS 


PART 33—EXPORT APPLES AND 
PEARS 


Minimum Requirements 


Notice was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on August 16, 1968 (33 F.R. 
11663), regarding proposed amendments 
to the regulations (7 CFR Part 33) issued 
pursuant to the provisions of the Export 
Apple and Pear Act (48 Stat. 123; 7 
U.S.C. 581-589) and to the authority set 
forth in § 7.48 Stat. 124; 7 U.S.C. 587, for 
carrying out the provisions of said act. 

The notice afforded interested persons 
opportunity to file with the Department 
written data, views, or arguments per- 
taining to the proposed amendments for 
consideration in connection with the final 
disposition thereof. No such data, views, 
or arguments were received. 

After due consideration of all relevant 
material presented, including the pro- 
posals set forth in such notice and other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the amendment of the said regu- 
lations as hereinafter set forth is in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
act in that it will facilitate the export of 
pears and assist the industry in ac- 
commodating new packaging develop- 
ments. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the ef- 
fective date of this amendment until 
30 days after publication in the FEepERAL 
REcIsTer (5 U.S.C. 553) in that to be 
of maximum benefit during the current 
season the amendment should be made 
effective at the time hereinafter set 
forth; no special preparation is required 
for compliance with such amendment on 
the part of persons affected; and this 
amendment relieves restrictions on the 
exportation of pears. 

The amendment provides the option of 
marking packages of pears with the 
count size in terms of the number re- 
quired to fill a standard western pear 
box in satisfaction of the size marking 
requirement specified in § 33.10(d) (4). 
Currently this requirement specifies that 
such packages shall be marked with the 
numerical count or the minimum size. 

As amended §33.10(d) (4) reads as 
follows (for purposes of clarity the pre- 
amble text is included) : 


§ 33.10 Minimum requirements. 


No person shall ship, or offer for ship- 
ment, and no carrier shall transport, or 
receive for transportation, any shipment 
of apples or pears to any foreign destina- 
tion unless: 


= 2 . a a” 
(d) Each package of apples or pears 
is marked plainly and conspicuously with 


* * * ; and (4) the numerical count or 
the minimum size, or, for pears, the count 
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size in terms of the number required 
to fill a standard western pear box in ac- 
cordance with the standard pack require- 
ments set forth in the applicable US. 
Standard specified in this section. If 
count size is used the number denoting 
count shall be followed by the word 
“size,” e.g., 120 size. 


Dated, September 6, 1968, to become 
effective 5 days after publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10994; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


[Lemon Reg. 336, Amdt. 1] 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


Limitation of Handling 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar- 
keting agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec- 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom- 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act by tending to establish 
and maintain such orderly marketing 
conditions for such lemons as will pro- 
vide, in the interest of producers and 
consumers, an orderly flow of the supply 
thereof to market throughout the normal 
marketing season to avoid unreasonable 
fluctuations in supplies and prices, and 
is not for the purpose of maintaining 
prices to farmers above the level which it 
is declared to be the policy of Congress 
to establish under the act. 


(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary 
notice, engage in public rule-making 
procedure, and postpone the effective 
date of this amendment until 30 days 
after publication hereof in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) .because the time 
intervening between the date when in- 
formation upon which this amendment 
is based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become ef- 
fective in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient, and this 
amendment relieves restrictions on the 
handling of lemons grown in California 
and Arizona. 


(b) Order, as amended. The provi- 
sions in paragraph (b)(1)(ii) of 
§ 910.636 (Lemon Reg. 336, 33 FR. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


12289) are hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
§ 910.636 Lemon Regulation 336. 
* ~ >. > 7 
(b) Order. (1) 
= om = é 
(ii) District 2: 237,150 cartons; 

7” * * > > 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 6, 1968. 


Pau A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10995; Filed, Sept. 10, 
8:51 a.m.] 


*- * * 


1968; 


Chapter X—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Milk) Department of 
Agriculture 


[Milk Order Nos. 60, 68] 


PART 1060—MILK IN MINNESOTA- 
NORTH DAKOTA MARKETING AREA 


PART 1068—MILK IN MINNEAP- 
OLIS-ST. PAUL MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the orders regulating the han- 
dling of milk in the Minnesota-North 
Dakota and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., 
marketing areas (7 CFR Parts 1060 and 
1068), it is hereby found and determined 
that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
orders no longer tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act and are hereby 
suspended for the month of August 1968 
and for an indefinite period thereafter: 

(1) In § 1060.61(a) of the order reg- 
ulating the handling of milk in the Min- 
nesota-North Dakota marketing area, 
the words “distributing” and “on routes” 
as they appear in the sentence preceding 
the proviso. As suspended, such sentence 
preceding the proviso would read, in 
part, as follows: “A plant from which 
the Secretary determines a greater pro- 
portion of fluid milk products is dis- 
posed of in another marketing 
aa = >: * >” 

(2) In the introductory text preced- 
ing paragraph (a) of § 1068.62 of the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the Minneapolis-St. Paul marketing area, 
the paragraph designation “(a)” in the 
section reference § 1068.9(a), as it ap- 
pears in the sentence preceding the pro- 
viso. As suspended, such sentence preced- 
ing the proviso would read, in part, as 
follows: “Milk received at a plant quali- 
fie¢ as a pool plant under § 1068.9 shall 
be exempt from the provisions of this 
order if °° = *:” 

(b) Thirty days notice of the effective 
date hereof is impractical, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest in 
that: 


(1) This suspension order does not re- 
quire of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the effec- 
tive date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing areas. 

(3) This suspension will extend to sup- 
ply plants the present provisions of both 
orders (now applicable to distributing 
plants) which provide for a determina- 
tion as to which order a plant shall be 
fully regulated under when it meets the 
pooling standards of more than one 
order. 

This suspension order was requested by 
the Land O’Lakes Creameries, Inc., rep- 
resenting a substantial number of pro- 
ducers on the Minnesota-North Dakota 
and Minneapolis-St. Paul markets. 

The volumes of disposition of fluid 
milk into both the Minnesota-North 
Dakota and Minneapolis-St. Paul mar- 
kets from two of the proponent’s supply 
plants (normally associated with and 
qualified under Order 68) are such that 
it is entirely possible for either plant 
to meet the qualifications of a fully reg- 
ulated supply plant under both orders 
during a particular month. The suspen- 
sion would result in such plant being reg- 
ulated in the market in which the greater 
volume of milk was’ delivered to distrib- 
uting plants during the month. 

(4) Interested parties were afforded 
opportunity to file written data, views, 
or arguments concerning this suspension 
(33 F.R. 12232). None were filed in op- 
position to the proposed suspension. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effiective upon publication 
in the FepERAL REGISTER. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore- 
said provisions of the orders are hereby 
suspended for the month of August 1968 
and for an indefinite period thereafter. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: Upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. 


JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11000; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Milk Order 64] 


PART 1064—MILK IN THE GREATER 
KANSAS CITY MARKETING AREA 


Order Amending Order 
§ 1064.0 Findings and determinations. 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter- 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amend- 
ments thereto; and all of the said pre- 
vious findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except in- 
sofar as such findings and determi- 
nations may be in conflict with the find- 
ings and determinations set forth herein. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—-WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1968 





(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
US.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Greater Kansas City market- 
ing area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a suf- 
ficient quantity of pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in- 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

(b) Additional findings. It is neces- 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order effective not 
later than the date of its publication in 
the FEDERAL REcIsTEeR. Any delay beyond 
that date would tend to disrupt the or- 
derly marketing of milk in the marketing 
area. 

The provisions of the said order are 
known to handlers, The recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs, was issued August 
20, 1968, and the decision of the Under 
Secretary containing all amendment pro- 
visions of this order was issued Septem- 
ber 3, 1968. The changes effected by this 
order will not require extensive prepara- 
tion or substantial alteration in method 
of operation for handlers. In view of the 
foregoing, it is hereby found and de- 
termined that good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order amending the order effec- 
tive upon its publication in the Freprrat 
REGISTER, and it would be contrary tw the 
public interest to delay the effective date 
of this amendment for 30 days after its 
publication in the FrEperat REGISTER. 
(Sec. 553(d), Administrative Procedure 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 551-559.) 

(c) Determinations—It is hereby de- 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spe- 
cified in section 8c(9) of the Act) of more 
than 50 percent of the milk, which is 
marketed within the marketing area, to 
sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
‘tends to prevent the effectuation of the 
declared policy of the Act; 
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(2) The issuance of this order, amend- 
ing the order, is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy of the 
Act of advancing the interests of pro- 
ducers as defined in the order as hereby 
amended; and 

(3) The issuance of the order amend- 
ing the order is approved or favored by at 
least two-thirds of the producers who 
during the determined representative 
period were engaged in the production 
of milk for sale in the marketing area. 


ORDER RELATIVE TO HANDLING 


It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the han- 
dling of milk in the Greater Kansas City 
marketing area shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order as 
amended, and as hereby further 
amended, as follows: 

Section 1064.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1064.51 Class prices. 


* *. . . « 


(a) -Class I milk. The Class I price shall 
be the basic formula price for the pre- 
ceding month plus $1.54 and plus 20 cents 
through April 1969; 

> * = : 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: Date of publication in 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. 


JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 


Under Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10951; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Milk Order No. 126] 


PART 1126—MILK IN NORTH TEXAS 
MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provision 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the North Texas marketing 
area (7 CFR Part 1126), it is hereby 
found and determined that: ‘ 

(a) The provision in § 1126.41(b) (2) 
(i) of the order which reads: “during the 
months of March through August”, re- 
lating to the classification of milk dis- 
posed of to commercial bakeries or food 
products manufacturing plants no longer 
tends to effectuate the declared policy of 
the Act for September 1968 through Feb- 
ruary 1969. 

(b) Thirty days notice of the effec- 
tive date hereof is impractical, unneces- 
sary, and contrary to the public interest 
in that: 

(1) This suspension order does not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
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and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3y This suspension order is necessary 
for September 1968 through February 
1969 to permit milk moved to bakeries, 
soup companies, or other food product 
manufacturing plants where it is used for 
manufacturing product uses to be clas- 
sified as Class II. The present provision 
providing for Class I classification of 
such movements except for March 
through August of any year was incor- 
porated in the order at a time when the 
North Texas market had a much closer 
relationship of producer receipts to Class 
I sales during the months of September 
through February. The provision dis- 
couraged the use of milk in commercial 
food establishments if alternative fluid 
milk outlets were available. Class I clas- 
sification for milk disposed of to com- 
mercial food establishments is not 
needed to assure an adequate supply for 
fluid uses in the market. 

(4) Suspension is necessary so that a 
local soup manufacturing plant and a 
candy manufacturing plant may con- 
tinue to be used as outlets for the efficient 
and economical disposal of milk excess 
to the fluid needs of the market. Pro- 
ducer associations which represent more 
than two-thirds of the producers state 
that they will be unable to dispose of 
milk to these facilities during September 
1968 through February 1969 unless sus- 
pension to permit Class II classification 
is provided. 

(5) Interested parties were afforded 
opportunity to file written data, views or 
arguments concerning this suspension 
(33 F.R. 12142). Views were filed in sup- 
port of the suspension. None were filed 
in opposition. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effective September 1, 1968. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore- 
said provision of the order is hereby sus- 
pended for the period of September 1, 
1968, through February 28, 1969. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) ° 


Effective date: September 1, 1968. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. 
JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11001; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, Department of Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER B—1LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 


[CCC Grain Price Support Regulations, 
Rev. 1, Amdt. 9] 


PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY 
HANDLED COMMODITIES 


Subpart—General Regulations Gov- 
erning Price Support for the 1964 
and Subsequent Crops 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 


The regulations issued by the Commod- 
ity Credit Corporation published in 31 
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F.R. 5941, 32 F.R. 7843, 9301, 10910, and 
13376, and 33 F.R. 222, 299, 2564, 5659, 
6097, and 8220 containing the General 
Regulations Governing Price Support for 
the 1964 and Subsequent Crops of Grains 
and Similarly Handled Commodities are 
hereby amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph (c) of § 1421.55 is being 
amended to provide that any part of a 
farm-storage loan may be transferred to 
a warehouse-storage loan for the purpose 
of participating in the extended ware- 
house-storage loan program. The 
amended paragraph reads as follows: 


§ 1421.55 Program availability, 
bursement, and maturity of loans. 
” a * = 7 


(c) Availability and maturity dates. 
Availability and maturity dates applica- 
ble to loans and purchases will be speci- 
fied in the annual commodity supple- 
ments to the regulations in this subpart, 
except that, if the time for repayment 
of the loan indebtedness of warehouse- 
storage loans for any crop of a com- 
modity is extended, a producer who does 
not have a loan, or who wishes to con- 
vert a farm-storage loan or part thereof 
to a warehouse storage loan for such 
crop of the commodity, may, at any time 
prior to the original loan maturity date 
specified in the annual commodity sup- 
plement for such crop of the commodity, 
request a warehouse-storage loan or con- 
version of the farm storage-loan or part 
thereof to a warehouse-storage loan 
(with settlement as provided in para- 
graph (d) of § 1421.67), and have the 
loan maturity date thereof extended; the 
warehouse-storage loan shall be dis- 
bursed not later than 2 calendar months 
after the original loan maturity date 
thereof. Whenever the final date of avail- 
ability or the maturity date falls on a 
nonworkday for ASCS county offices, the 
applicable final date shall be extended 
to include the next workday. CCC may, 
by public announcement prior to the 
applicable loan maturity date, extend the 
time for repayment of the loan indebt- 
edness with respect to warehouse-storage 
loans secured by the pledge of one or 
more of the following commodities of the 
1967 crop: Barley, corn, grain sorghum, 
oats, rye, soybeans, and wheat; if any 
such loan maturity date is extended, CCC 
will pay the storing warehouse, at the 
rates specified in the applicable CCC 
storage agreement, any charges which 
have accrued and are unpaid through the 
original loan maturity date with respect 
to the commodity pledged to secure the 
extended loan indebtedness and the 
amount so paid shall be for the account 
of the producer and shall become a part 
of the loan indebtedness, except that the 
producer will not be required to pay in- 
terest to CCC on the amount of such 
charges; storage charges which accrue 
after the original loan maturity date 
with respect to the above-named com- 
modities securing repayment of extended 
warehouse-storage loans shall be for the 
account of CCC. CCC may at any time 
accelerate the time for repayment of a 
price support loan indebtedness; in the 
event of any acceleration, CCC will give 


dis- 
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a producer affected thereby notice of 
such acceleration at least 10 days in ad- 
vance of the accelerated loan maturity 
date. 

2. Paragraph (a) of § 1421.66 is 
amended to provide that in the case of 
fraudulent representation or unlawful 
disposition involving willful conversion, 
the settlement value of loan Collateral 
will be the lower of its market value or 
its loan settlement value. The amended 
paragraph reads as follows: 


§ 1421.66 Personal liability of the pro- 


ducer. 


(a) Fraud relating to farm-storage 
and warehouse-storage loans and unlaw- 
ful dispositions. The making of any 
fraudulent representation by a producer 
in the loan documents, in obtaining a 
loan, or in connection with settlement 
or delivery under a loan, or the unlawful 
disposition of any portion of the com- 
modity by him, shall render the producer 
subject to criminal prosecution under 
Federal lay. Any such loans shall become 
payable upon demand and the producer 
shall be personally liable, aside from any 
additional liability under criminal and 
civil frauds statutes, for the amount of 
the loan, for any additional amount paid 
to the producer in connection with the 
commodity, and for all costs which CCC 
would not have incurred had it not been 
for the producer’s fraudulent representa- 
tion or unlawful disposition, together 
with interest on such amounts. Notwith- 
standing the provisions of section 6(c) of 
the Farm Storage Note, Chattel Mort- 
gage, and Security Agreement (Form 
CCC-677) and section 6(b) of the Ware- 
house Storage Note and Security Agree- 
ment (Form CCC-678), with respect to 
any agreements executed on or after the 
effective date of this amendment, if a 
producer has made any such fraudulent 
representation or unlawful disposition, 
the amount by which he will be credited 
will be (1) the market value as deter- 
mined by CCC as of the date of delivery 
to or removal by CCC or the loan settle- 
ment value, whichever is the lower, in 
the case of farm-storage loans, or (2) the 
market value of the commodity at the 
close of the market on the final date for 
repayment or the loan settlement value, 
whichever is the lower, in the case of 
warehouse-storage loans, or (3) the sales 
price if the commodity is sold by CCC in 
order to determine its market value or 
the loan settlement value, whichever is 
the lower. If the unlawful disposition 
of the loan collateral is determined by 
CCC not to have been a willful conver- 
sion, the value of the commodity, or part 
thereof delivered to CCC or removed by 
CCC, shall be the same as the settlement 
value for an eligible commodity acquired 
by CCC as provided in the applicable 
commodity supplement. 


* + * * * 


3. Paragraph (d) of §1421.67 is 
amended to delete the requirement that 
transfer of part of a bin or crib shall 
not be permitted when transferring from 
a farm-storage loan to a warehouse- 
storage loan. The amended paragraph 
reads as follows: 


§ 1421.67 Farm-storage loans. 
= > * * * 


(d) Transfer from farm-storage loan 
to warehouse-storage loan. Upon request 
in writing by the producer, the county 
committee may approve the conversion 
of a farm-storage loan or part thereof 
into a warehouse-storage loan in emer- 
gency situations, such as insect infesta- 
tion that cannot be controlled, danger 
of flood, damage to the storage structure 
and loss of coritrol of the storage struc- 
ture. Liquidation of the farm-storage 
loan or part thereof shall be made 
through the pledge of warehouse re- 
ceipts for the commodity placed under ~ 
warehouse-storage loan and the immedi- 
ate payment by the producer of the 
amount by which the warehouse-storage 
loan is less than the farm-storage loan 
or part thereof plus interest. Any 
amounts due the producer shall be dis- 
bursed by the county office. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended: secs. 
101, 401, 403, 405, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended; 


15 U.S.C. 714 b and c; 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1421, 
1423, 1425) 


Effective date: Upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington D.C. on Au- 
gust 20, 1968. 
E. A. JAENKE, 
Acting Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10954; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 


Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board 


SUBCHAPTER F—REGULATIONS FOR SAVINGS 
AND LOAN HOLDING COMPANIES 


[No. 22,083] 
- PART 589—BOARD RULINGS 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 

Resolved that, for the purpose of 
interpreting certain provisions of law 
and regulations regarding savings and 
loan holding companies and specifically 
in order to clarify the meaning of the 
term “control” as that term is used in 
the Spence Act [73 Stat. 691 et seq. 
(1959) ] and the Savings and Loan Hold- 
ing Company Amendments of 1967 [82 
Stat. 5 et seq. (1968) 1, the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board hereby amends Sub- 
chapter F by adding a new Part 589— 
Board Rulings to read as follows: 


§ 589.1 Control of an insured institution 
by a savings and loan holding com- 
pany through proxies. 


(a) The question has been raised 
whether, in the Board’s view, a bare 
revocable proxy obtained from the owner 
of an amount of stock in excess of the 
statutorily specified percentage consti- 
tutes ‘“‘control” of an association within 
the meaning of either the prior or the 
present definitions of section 408 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended. 
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(b) Since the “control” definition pro- 
visions, like any statutory provisions, are 
to be interpreted in the light of the pur- 
poses toward which the whole enactment 
was directed, the Board rules that such 
a proxy does not constitute “control” of 
en association unless accompanied by 
some further indicia of independent 
power to determine the association’s 
directors or officers or policies. A bare 
revocable proxy can be canceled at will 
and without adverse legal consequences 
by the stockowner who gave the proxy; 
the proxy holder is his agent and subject 
to his contro] and direction. Under such 
circumstances, the proxy holder does not 
control the association. 

(c) Other circumstances, however, 
when added to mere possession of a 
proxy, may be enough to show that the 
holder is in control of the institution. 
If the proxy is irrevocable for a certain 
period, or has been already exercised to 
change the composition of the directors 
or officers or otherwise to affect the 
policies and decisions of the institution, 
or numerous proxies have been obtained 
from a large number of scattered and 
uncoordinated small owners, then there 
is a basis for finding control in the proxy 
holder. 

(d) While the definition sections in the 
old and new statutes specify the amount 
of stock which will be deemed to confer 
control over the association, they do not 
undertake to define what constitutes con- 
trol over stock. The latter remains pri- 
marily a matter for factual inquiry, if 
there is some question about it in a par- 
ticular case. 

(e) It might be argued that since the 
amended “control” definition expressly 
refers to the holding of proxies, it must 
be construed as requiring that even a 
bare revocable proxy from a single ma- 
jority stockholder to his nominee has to 
be viewed as transferring control over 
the association to its possessor. Such a 
construction would, of course, be com- 
pletely contrary to the facts of actual 
control and therefore inconsistent with 
the purposes of the statute. For example, 
the statute is intended to protect the in- 
sured institution from being required to 
enter into disadvantageous transactions 
with the company which exercises control 
over it, and subjects that company to 
various examination and reporting re- 
quirements as a precaution against its 
abusing its power. All of this is quite un- 
necessary if the proxyholder-company 
has no power to do anything except vote 
as the person running the insured in- 
stitution instructs it. 

(f) Hence the reference in section 
408(a) (2) (A) of the Act, as now in force, 
to holding proxies, like the rest of the 
provision, is construed by the Board to 
require some showing of a reasonable 
possibility for the exercise of actual con- 
trol over the requisite amount of stock. 
(Secs” 402, 403, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, as 
amended; sec. 408, 73 Stat. 691; sec. 408, 82 
Stat. 5; Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR. 
4981, 3 CFR, 1943-1948 Comp., p. 1071) 


Resolved further, that since the afore- 
said amendment contains only state- 
ments of general policy or interpretations 
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of substantive rules adopted or formu- 
lated by the Board for the guidance of 
the public, the requirements of notice 
and public procedure set out in § 508.12 
of the general regulations of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board (12 CFR 508.12) 
and 5 U.S.C. 555.3(b) do not apply, and 
for the same reasons, deferment of the 
effective date is not required under the 
provisions of § 508.14 of the General Reg- 
ulations of the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. (12 CFR 508.14) and 5 US.C. 


555.3(d). 
By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH F. ScCHRAM, 


Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11052; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tion 

[Docket No. 8961; Amdt. 39-653] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


SIAI-Marchetti Model $.205-—22/R 
Airplanes 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring the 
correction of limitation markings on the 
suction gage instrument, SIAI P/N 
NS5F017, and the resetting of the instru- 
ment to the proper limitations, on SIAI- 
Marchetti Model S.205-22/R airplanes 
was published in 33 F.R. 9347. 


Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak- 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia- 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness direc- 
tive: 

SIAI-Marcuettr. Applies to Model S.205-22/R 
airplanes, Serial Nos. 213, 370, 371, 372, 
373, 374, 378, 379, 380, 381, 382, 384, 385, 
386, 387, 388, 389, 390, 392, 393, 394, 395, 
396, 398, 4-124, 4-125. 


Compliance required within the next 100 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished. 

Modify the limitation markings on the suc- 
tion gage instrument, SIAI P/N NS5F017, 
located on the right side of the instrument 
panel, by marking a green arc in the range 
from 4 inches Hg. to 5 inches Hg. and a red 
radial line at 5 inches Hg. and adjust the 
instrument’s suction relief valve so that 
the suction gage reading is 45+0.1 inches 
Hg. at 2,200 r.p.m., in accordance with SIAI- 
Marchetti Service Bulletin No. 205B21 dated 
May 6, 1968, or later RAI-approved issue, or 
an FAA-approved equivalent. Check to insure 
that the suction gage reading does not exceed 
5 inches Hg. at maximum engine r.p.m. 
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This amendment becomes effective 
October 11, 1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 
and 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., September 
4, 1968. 
JAMES F. RUDOLPH, 
Director, Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10982; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8960; Amdt. 39-654] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


SIAI-Marchetti Model $.205/22R 
Airplanes 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring the 
inspection and modification of the lower 
part of fuselage frame No. 2 and the 
stringers of the fuselage belly skin at 
the outboard rudder pedal support tube 
brackets on SIAI-Marchetti Model 
S.205/22R airplanes was published in 33 
F.R. 9347. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the.authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


Stai1-MakcHETTI. Applies to Model S.205/22R 
airplanes, Serial Nos. 213, 370, 371, 372, 
373, 374, 378, 379, 380, 381, 382, 384, 
385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 390, 392, 393, 
394, 395, 396, 398, 4-124, 4-125, 4-132, 
4-142, 4-143, 4-145, 4-146, 4-147, 4-148. 


Compliance required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To detect cracks in the lower part of fuse- 
lage frame No. 2, at the rudder control bell- 
crank brackets, and to detect cracks and 
deformation in the stringers of the fuselage 
belly skin which are located at the out- 
board rudder pedal support tube brackets, 
accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 10 hours’ time in 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
visually inspect, using a lamp and mirror, 
the lower portion of fuselage frame No. 2 
for cracks and the lower fuselage stringers 
for cracks and deformation in accordance 
with SIAI Service Bulletin No. 205B20, dated 
March 22, 1968, or later RAI-approved re- 
vision or an FAA-approved equivalent. If 
mo cracks are found, comply with para- 
graph (d) within the next 100 hours’ time 
in service after the effective date of this AD. 

(b) If cracks are found during the inspec- 
tion required by paragraph (a) none of 
which exceed «4 inches in length, repeat 
that inspection at intervals not to exceed 
20 hours’ time in service from the last in- 
spection and comply with paragraph (d) 
within the next 100 hours’ time in service 
after the effective date of this AD. The 
repetitive inspection required in this para- 
graph may be discontinued upon compli- 
ance with paragraph (d). 

(c) If cracks are found during the in- 
spection required by paragraph (a) which 
exceed 3, inches in length, comply with 
paragraph (d) before the next flight. 


-~ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—:WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1968 





12824 


(d) Modify fuselage frame No. 2 and 
stringers in accordance with SIAI Service 
Bulletin No, 205B20, dated March 22, 1968, 
or later RAI-approved revision, or an FAA- 
approved equivalent. 


This amendment becomes effective 
October 11, 1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958; 49 US.C. 1354(a), 
1421 and 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. 
JAMES F. RUDOLPH, 
Director, Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10983; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[ Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-24] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


On July 9, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (33 F.R. 9827) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Monterey, Calif., transi- 
tion area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. No comments were 
received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 Gm+t., No- 
vember 14, 1968, as hereinafter set. forth. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137) the Monte- 
rey, Calif., transition area is amended 
by deleting all after “to latitude 36°29’- 
00’’ N., longitude 122°17’30”’ W., to point 
of beginning;” and substituting “that 
airspace extending upward from 5,000 
feet MSL bounded on the northwest by 
a line 12 miles southeast of and parallel 
to the Big Sur VOR 047° radial, on the 
northeast by V—25, on the south by a line 
extending from the southwest boundary 
of V-25 and latitude 35°33’00’’ N., to 
latitude 35°33’00’’ N., longitude 121°03’- 
00’’ W., thence south to the northeast 
boundary of V—27 and longitude 121°03’- 
00’’ W., and on the southwest by V-27; 
and that airspace extending upward from 
17,500 feet MSL to and including flight 
level 240 within 10 miles north and 16 
miles south of the Navy Monterey 
TACAN 280° radial, extending from 17 to 
61 miles west of the TACAN, excluding 
the portion within the Paso Robles, 
Calif., transition area.” therefor. 


(Secs. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1510; Executive Order 
10854; 24 F.R. 9565) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. 
'T. McCorMACcK, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10939; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Airspace Docket No. 68-SO-72] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Revocation of Control Zone and 
Alteration of Transition Area 


The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is to revoke the Greenwood, Miss., con- 
trol zone and alter the Greenwood, Miss., 
transition area. 

The Greenwood control zone is de- 
scribed in § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058) and the 
transition area is described in § 71.181 
(33 F.R. 2137). 

The requirement for controlled air- 
space protection at the Greenwood 
Municipal Airport no longer exists as 
this airport is permanently closed. The 
Greenwood VOR has been converted to a 
VORTAC. Accordingly, it is necessary 
to revoke the control zone and alter the 
transition area to provide the required 
controlled airspace protection for the 
AL-181-VOR RWyY-5 instrument ap- 


‘proach procedure to Greenwood-Lefiore 


Airport, and editorially change the ref- 
erence from VOR to VORTAC. 

The alteration of the 700-foot transi- 
tion area permits the revocation of the 
extensions predicated on the Greenwood 
VOR 243° and 063° radials, and permits 
a reduction in the length of the 1,200- 
foot extension from 14 to 12 miles. 

Since this amendment is less restric- 
tive, editorial, and minor in nature, no- 
tice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective immediately, as 
hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the Green- 
wood, Miss., control zone is revoked. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the Green- 
wood, Miss., transition area is amended 
to read: 

GREENWOOD, Miss. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 10-mile radius 
of Greenwood-Lefiore Airport (lat. 33°29'20’’ 
N., long. 90°05’00’’ W.); within 2 miles each 
side of the Greenwood VORTAC 079° radial, 
extending from the 10-mile radius area to 
the VORTAC; and that airspace extending 
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
within 8 miles south and 5 miles north of 
the Greenwood VORTAC 259° radial, extend- 
ing from the VORTAC to 12 miles west, 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) ) 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on August 
31, 1968. 
Gorpon A. WILLIAMS, Jr., 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 


{P.R. Doc. 68-10940; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 


{Airspace Docket No. 68-SO-41] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transifion Area; 
Withdrawal 


On August 23, 1968, F.R. Doc. 68-10157 
was published in the FrepEerat REGISTER 


(33 F.R. 11977) amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by al- 
tering the Vicksburg, Miss., transition 
area. 

Subsequent to the publication of the 
rule, it was determined that lease nego- 
tiations for the TVOR site could not be 
consummated. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
notice is hereby given that the amend- 
ment contained in Airspace Docket No. 
68-SO-41 (F.R. Doc. 68-10157) is hereby 
withdrawn. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) ) 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on Au- 
gust 30, 1968. 


JaMES G. ROGERS, 
Director, Southern Region. 


{P.R. Doc. 68-10941; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 am] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-57] 
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Alteration of Restricted Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the White Sands Proving 
Grounds, N. Mex., Restricted Area R- 
5107B to exclude that airspace from the 
surface to 1,500 feet above the surface 
within a 2-nautical-mile radius of lati- 
age 32°26'35’" N., longitude 106°40’45’’ 


The alteration of R-5107B will provide 
access to the Shoestring Ranch Airport, 
Organ, N. Mex., which presently lies 
partially within the restricted area. The 
action taken herein has the concurrence 
of the Department of the Air Force. 

Since this amendment reduces a bur- 
den on the public, notice and public pro- 
cedure hereon are unnecessary and the 
amendment may be made effective on 
less than 30 days notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is amended, effective immediately, 
as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 73.51 (33 F.R. 2328) R-5107B 
White Sands Proving Grounds, N. Mex., 
under boundaries, “beginning. The air- 
space in R-5107D is excluded.” is deleted 
and “beginning; excluding the airspace 
in R-5107D and that airspace from the 
surface to 1,500 feet above the surface 
within a 2-nautical-mile radius of lati- 
tude 32°26’35’’ N., longitude 106°40’45’’ 
W.” is substituted therefor. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. 


H. B. HEtstrom, 
Acting Director, Air Traffic Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10945; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.j 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-67] 
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 


Redesignation of Restricted Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to redesignate and alter the time 
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of designation of Restricted Area R-6411, 
at Hanksville, Utah. 

On July 23, 1968, a rule was published 
in the FepERAL REeGisTer (33 F.R. 10444) 
which redesignated R-6411 with the fol- 
lowing time of designation: 

Time of designation: May 15, 1968, through 
August 31, 1968, unless canceled sooner by 
Notices to Airmen. All subsequent annual 
firing periods will be designated by a rule 
published in the FeperaL REGISTER. 


The U.S. Air Force advised that a re- 
designation is necessary to support 
scheduled firings of the Pershing missile. 

Since this amendment is made in ac- 
cordance with the procedures set forth in 
the previous rule, additional notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary 

Therefore, action is taken herein to 
amend Part 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, effective 0901 G.m.t., Octo- 
ber 15, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 73.64 (33 F.R. 2339, 5352, 10444), 
the Hanksville, Utah, Restricted Area 
_ R-6411 is amended by deleting the pres- 
ent time of designation and substituting 
the following therefor. 

Time of designation: October 15, 1968, 
through December 15, 1968, unless canceled 
sooner by Notices to Airmen. All subsequent 
annual firing periods will be designated by a 
rule published in the FepEraL REGISTER. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. 


H. B. HELSTROM, 
Acting Director, Air Traffic Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10946; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8619; Amdt. 91-59] 


PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING 
AND FLIGHT RULES 


Flights by Foreign Civil Aircraft 
Without DME 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 91 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to permit the conduct of certain 
flights above 24,000 feet by foreign civil 
aircraft that are not equipped with dis- 
tance measuring equipment (DME). 

This amendment is based on a notice 
of proposed rule making (Notice 67-57), 
issued on December 28, 1967, and pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Janu- 
ary 5, 1968 (33 F.R. 151). The basis for 
this amendment is fully discussed in 
that notice. Comments received in re- 
sponse to the notice agreed with the 
proposal. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment, and due con- 
sideration has been given to all matter 
presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
for the reasons stated in Notice 67-57, 
section 91.43 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended, effective Octo- 
ber 11, 1968, by adding a flush para- 
graph following paragraph (e) to read 
as follows: 


FEDERAL REGISTER, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


§ 91.43 Special rules for foreign civil 
aircraft. : 
+ +. - . . 
e) *** 


However, paragraph (e) does not apply 
to foreign civil aircraft that are not 
equipped with DME when operated for 
the following purposes, and if ATC is 
notified prior to each takeoff: 

(1) Ferry flights to and from a place 
in the United States where repairs or 
alterations are to be made. 

(2) Ferry flights to a new country of 
registry. 

(3) Flight of a new aircraft of US. 
manufacture for the purpose of— 

(i) Plight testing the aircraft; 

(ii) Training foreign flight crews in 
the operation of the aircraft; or 

(iii) Ferrying the aircraft for export 
delivery outside the United States. 

(4) Ferry, demonstration, and test 
flights of an aircraft brought to the 
United States for the purpose of demon- 
stration or testing the whole or any part 
thereof. 

(Secs. 307, 313(a), and 601 of the Federal 


Aviation Act of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a), 
and 1421) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. 
D. D. THomas, 
Acting Administrator. 
[F-R. Doc. 68-10942; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 9115; Amdt. 91-58; 141-7] 


PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING 
AND FLIGHT RULES 


PART 141—PILOT SCHOOLS 


Flight Equipment Requirements, and 
Chief Instructor Experience Re- 
quirements 


The purpose of these amendments to 
Parts 91 and 141 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to: (1) Clarify Part 91, 
and conform § 141.55(b) with its pred- 
ecessor § 50.12(c) of the Civil Air Regu- 
lations, in connection with flight instruc- 
tion, and thereby allow the use of an 
airplane having a restricted category 
airworthiness certificate, appropriate for 
the flight instruction given, to be used 
in a pilot training course on agricultural 
aircraft operations; and (2) require a 
chief flight instructor for a commercial 
or flight instructor flying school to have 
an instrument rating on only his com- 
mercial pilot certificate, and not neces- 
sarily on his flight instructor certificate. 

Amendment 6 to Part 141, effective De- 
cember 13, 1967, provided for approval of 
Pilot training courses, that were not pre- 
viously included in that part. Among 
these courses is one given to provide in- 
struction in the proficiency required of 
an applicant for an agricultural aircraft 
operator certificate or his designated 
chief supervisor. However, § 141.55(b) 
has required each airplane used for flight 
instruction of students enrolled in a fiy- 
ing course to be certificated under Part 
23 or 25 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
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lations, thus excluding the use of re- 
stricted category airplanes for special 
purpose operations (including agricul- 
tural) certificated under Part 21. 

These amendments conform §141.55(b) 
with its predecessor §50.12(c) of the 
Civil Air Regulations by removing the 
too-restrictive reference to Parts 23 and 
25 of the FAR’s that was included at the 
time of recodification. As a result, an 
airplane having a restricted category 
airworthiness certificate appropriate for 
flight instruction in agricultural aircraft 
operations may now be used for flight in- 
struction in a pilot training course ap- 
proved under § 141.71(e). It may be noted 
that the limitation of § 141.55(b) pre- 
viously has applied only to airplanes. 
Thus, that section has not prohibited the 
use of rotorcraft for pilot training in ag- 
ricultural or external-load operations 
(the other kind of proficiency that as yet 
is the subject of an approved pilot train- 
ing course under Subpart D). 

These amendments also clarify Part 
91 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
in connection with flight instruction in 
view of the described amendment to 
Part 141. Specifically, § 91.39 (a) and 
(b) are amended to make it clear that a 
restricted category aircraft can be used, 
for compensation or hire, to provide 
flight crewmember training in a special 
Purpose operation for which the aircraft 
is certificated under Part 21 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Regulations. 

The purpose of Amendment 5 to Part 
141, effective November 9, 1967, was to 
establish equivalent but more practical 
levels of experience for chief flight in- 
structors. Previously, the chief flight in- 
structor for a commercial flying school 
was required to have an instrument rat- 
ing. However, the notice of proposed rule 
making (Notice 67-23), as well as the 
Tule as finally issued, required him to 
have an instrument rating also on his 
flight instructor certificate, although the 
preamble for neither document explained 
that this was intended. Apparently, per- 
sons generally read the notice as not 
changing the single instrument rating 
requirement then in effect, and they 
did not comment. As a result, an un- 
intended burden was placed upon pilot 
schools under Part 141, although in fact 
the rule was issued on less than 30 days 
notice on the basis that it relieved an 
undue burden on flying schools and flight 
instructors. The accompanying amend- 
ments clarify the language of the rule 
to indicate specifically that the chief 
flight inspector for a commercial or flight 
instructor flying school needs the instru- 
ment rating only on his pilot certificate. 

Since these amendments are necessary 
to complete the objectives of Amend- 
ments 5 and 6 to Part 141, and are 
clarifying only as to Part 91, I find that 
notice and public procedure thereon 
are unnecessary and that these amend- 
ments may be made effective on less than 
30 days notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Parts 
91 and 141 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 


lations are amended, effective Septem- 
ber 11, 1968, as follows: 


1968 
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1. Part 91 is amended as follows: 

a. By adding a flush paragraph fol- 
lowing paragraph (a)_of § 91.39 to read 
as follows: 


§ 91.39 Restricted category civil aircraft; 
operating limitations. 


(a) - = = 


For the purposes of this paragraph, the 
operation of a restricted category civil 
aircraft to provide flight crewmember 
training in a special purpose operation 
for which the aircraft is certificated is 
considered to be an operation for that 
special purpose. 


* * * > ez 


b. By amending the second sentence of 
§ 91.39(b) to read as follows: 


§ 91.39 Restricted category civil aircraft; 
operating limitations. 
* 7 7 2 7 
(b) * * * For the purposes of this 
paragraph, a special purpose operation 
involving the carriage of persons or ma- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


terials necessary for the accomplish- 
ment of that operation such as crop 
dusting, seeding, spraying, and banner 
towing (including the carrying of re- 
quired persons or materials to the loca- 
tion of that operation) , and an operation 
for the purpose of providing flight crew- 
member training in a special purpose 
operation, are not considered to be the 
carrying of persons or property for com- 
pensation or hire. 

2. Part 141 is amended as follows: 

a. By amending paragraph (b) of 
§ 141.55 to read as follows: 


§ 141.55 Flight equipment require- 
ments. 
7 7 = - = 


(b) Each aircraft used for flight in- 
struction of students enrolled in a flying 
course must have an airworthiness cer- 
tificate appropriate for the flight instruc- 
tion given, maintained as provided in 
Part 91 of this chapter, registered in the 
name of the school or operated under a 
lease, and have the equipment and per- 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES 


[Reg. Docket No. 9099, Amdt. 613] 







formance characteristics appropriate to 
its curriculum. 


. : os . * 


b. By amending paragraph (c)(1) of 
§ 141.59 to read as follows: 


§ 141.59 Chief flight instructor require- 
ments. 


* * * * * 


(1) At least a commercial pilot cer- 
tificate and a flight instructor certificate, 
each with a rating for the category of 
aircraft used in the course and, for a 
course using airplanes, an instrument 
rating on his commercial pilot certificate. 
(Secs. 313(a) 601, 603, 607, and 608 of the 


Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354 
(a), 1421, 1423, 1427, 1428) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. 
D. D. THomas, 
Acting Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10943; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same 
classification now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is 
republished in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 


In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 
(14 CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 


1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 


(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE NDB (ADF) 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are m: 


unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specifi 
routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 


etic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 


ed 





Ceiling and visibility minimums 
2-engine or less More than 
Course and Minimum 2-engine, 
From— To— distance altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 


(feet) 


Procedure turn § side of E ers, 066° Outbnd, 246° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. Nonstandard due to terrain. 


Minimum altitude over facility on fimal approach ers, 1200’. 


Crs and distance, facility to airport, 246°—2.7 miles. 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.7 miles after passing GL NDB, climb to 3000’ on 


246° bearing Galena NDB within 20 miles. 


Caution: Higher terrain N of final approach crs. Make all turns to S side of final approach crs. 


City, Galena; State, Alaska; Airport name, Galena; Elev., 152’; Fac. Class., BHZ; Ident., GL; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 25, Amdt. 11; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. 


2. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 


‘Amdt. No. LFR 1, Amdt. 10; Dated, 22 Feb. 64 


(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal, NDB (ADF) Runway 30L, Amdt. 21, 4 Mar. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 
Baton Rouge, La.—Ryan, ADF 1, Amdt. 12, 1 May 1965 (established under Subpart C). 
Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 18, 2 Apr. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 
Baton Rouge, La.—Ryan, VOR 1, Amdt. 7, 23 Apr. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 


3. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to delete instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 


Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal, ILS-12R, Amdt. 6, 29 Aug. 1964 (back crs) (established under Subpart C). 
Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal, ILS Runway 30L, Amdt. 21, 3 June 1967 (established under Subpart C). 
Baton Rouge, La.—Ryan, ILS Runway 13, Amdt. 11, 29 July 1967 (established under Subpart C). 


Baton Rouge, La.—Ryan, ILS-31, Amdt. 7, 1 May 1965 (back crs) (established under Subpart C). 
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4. By amending § 97.19 of Subpart B to delete radar procedures as follows: 
Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal, Radar 1, Amdt. 5, 9 July 1966 (established under Subpart C). 


5. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency- 
distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RV R. 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it ghall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: 5.1 miles after passing AUS VOR- 
altitudes AC. 
(feet) 


From— To— 





Georgetown Int.....-.- cihcidipepnt aalacatasaae AUS VORTAC (NOPT)............. 1800 Climb to 3000’, right turn to AUS VOR- 


TAC R 189° within 15 miles or, when 
directed by ATC, climb to 2000 turn left 
to AUS VORTAC R 125° within 15 
miles. 
Supplementary charting information: De- 
ict 845’ tower 2.2 miles N of airport. 
DZ elevation, 632’. 








Procedure turn W side of crs, 007° Outbnd, 187° Inbnd, 2500’ within 10 miles of AUS VORTAC. 
FAF, AUS VORTAC. Final approach crs, 175°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.1 miles. 

Minimum altitude over AUS VORTAC, 1800’; over 2.9 DME or Radar Fix R 175°, 1280’. 

MSA within 25 miles of AUS VORTAC: 000°-090°—1200’; 090°-360°—3000’ 
Note: ASR. 

Sliding scale not authorized. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





A 


VIS HAT 


648 

HAA 

1 648 

Radar or VOR/DME Minimums: 

MDA vis HAT 
1 408 1040 1040 408 
MDA VIS MDA HAA 
428 468 1100 1% 468 1200 2 568 


Standard. T 2-eng. or less—RV R 24, Runway 30L; others standard. T over 2eng.—RVR 24, Runway 30L; others standard. 


City, Austin; State, Tex.; Airpprt name, Robert Mueller Municipal; Elev., 632’; Facility, AUS; Procedure No. VOR Runway 16R, Amdt. 19; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
No. VOR 1, Amdt. 18; Dated, 2 Apr. 66 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: 7.6 miles after passing BTR 
To— altitudes VORTAC. 
(feet) 


Tats DME Fix 1600 Climb to 1600’, left turn to Clinton Int via 
BTR R @I° or, When directed by ATC, 
climb to 1000’, right turn to Walker Int 
via BTR R 00°. 

Supplementary charting information: De- 
pict: CHnton Int radials; Walker Int 
radials. TDZ elevation, 70’. 





Procedure turn § side of ers, 245° Outbnd, 065° Inbnd, 1600’ within 10 miles of BTR VORTAC. 
FAF, BTR VORTAC. Final approach crs, 065°. Distance FAF to MAP, 7.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude over BTR VORTAC, 1600’. 

MSA: 100°-190°—2800’; 190°-100°—1600’. 


DayY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B Cc D 
vIs HAT MDA vis vis HAT MDA vIS 





630 700 1 1% 630 700 1% 
HAA MDA vis vis HAA MDA vIs 
630 700 1 1% 630 700 2 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Baton Rouge; State La.; Airport name, Ryan; Elev., 70’; Facility, ait) yy Runway 4, Amdt. 8; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR 1, Amdt. 
7; Dated, ‘ pr. 66 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE VOR/DME 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 


If an instrument approach a of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Via MAP: 8.4-mile DME BTR VOR R 062°, 





Clinton Int Carroll Int Direct lead radial, BTR 057°. Climb to 1600’ direct BTR VORTAC. 
Walker Int Carroll Int SE icitenibednrdilonmhinndeaanie 


eee See information: Car- 
Carroll Int 14-mile DME Fix, BTR R 062°__-...- BTR R 062° roll Int: MSY VOR R 306°; BTR VOR 


R 062°. Depict Clinton and Walker Int 
—_ in feeder ring. TDZ Elevation, 
‘ . 


Procedure turn, not authorized. Approach crs (profile) begins at Carroll Int. 

Final approach crs, 242°. 

Minimum altitude over Carroll Int, 2500’; over 14-mile DME BTR VOR R 062°, 1500’. 
MSA: 100°-190°—2800"; 190°-100°—1600’. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
A B 


VIS HAT 





350 1 350 420 
HAA VIS HAA MDA 
490 560 1% 490 620 
Standard. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Airport name, Ryan; Elev., 70’; Facility, BTR; Procedure No. VOR/DME Runway 23, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68 


6. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance 
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is condu in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. ; 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
To— = MAP: 15.2 miles after passing CTF VOR. 
(feet 


Climbing left turn to 2100’ direct to CTF 
VOR y 


Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach ers intercepts runway center- 
Sy 3000’ from threshold. T DZ elevation, 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 270° Outbnd, 090° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of CTF VOR. 
FAF, CTF VOR. Final approach crs, 080°. Distance FAF to MAP, 15.2 miles. 

Minimum altitude over CTF VOR, 2100’; over Highline Int, 1240’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2000’; 090°-180°—1900’; 180°-360°—2000’. 

Nore: Use FLO FSS altimeter setting. 

*Night visibility minimums 2 miles. 


Day AND NiGHT MinmavuMs 


B 


1240 


MDA vIs 

800 1 NA NA 

MDA VIS 

800 1 560 NA NA 
Not authorized. T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


. 
City, Cheraw; State, 8.C.; Airport name, Cheraw Municipal; Elev., 240’; Facility, CTF; cee No. VOR Runway 7, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig. 
Dated, 15 Aug. 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP 43 miles after passing 
From— To— iz altitudes VHF/DME Fix 
feet) 


7°, MOB VORTAE€ counterclockwise... R 195°, MOB VORTAC (NOPT)-_... Via 7-mile are--_-_-.-- 2000 Climbing right turn to 2000’ direct to MOB 
, MOB VORTAC clockwise_........... R 195°, MOB VORTAC (NOPT).... Via 7-mile are--.. ‘ 2000 VORTAC or, When directed by ATC, 
climbing right turn to 2000’ to Horn Int 
via BFM VOR R 236° and enter hold 
pattern. 
Supplementary charting information: Hold- 
ing Horn int: Hold R 236° BFM 
VORTAC, 056° Inbnd, right turns, | 
minute, 7 miles. Chart 21.3-mile 
Fix MOB R 195° in profile view as n 
approach point. TDZ elevation, 16’ 


Procedure turn n mm authorized. Approach crs (profile) starts at Norma Int. 
FAF, Norma Int. Final ap )proach ers, 195°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.3 miles. 
Minimum altitude over MOB VORTAC, 2000’; over Norma VHF/DME Fix, 1600’. 
MSA: 000°-180°—2400’; 180°-270°—1400’; 270°-360°—1600’. 
NOTES: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Mobile altimeter setting. 
*Night minimums Runways 18/36 and 5/23 not authorized. 
#Dual VOR or VOR/DME receivers required. 
DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





Cc 
Cond 





HAT MDA IS MDA vis 


704 720 7 720 1% 704 
HAA MDA ‘Is MDA 3 HAA 
704 720 720 114 704 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 





City, Puscagoula; State, Miss.; Airport name, Jackson County; Elev., 16’; Facility, MOB; Procedure No. VOR Runway 18, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
Orig.; Dated, 29 Aug. 68 











Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum * 
From— To— altitudes MAP: PSC VOR. 
(feet) 





Climbing left turn to 2300 on R ll 
within 10 miles. 

Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach crs intercepts runway center- 
line 5040’ from threshold. Chart 580’ 
antenna at 46°15'54"/119°08’33". LRCO, 
122.1. TDZ elevation, 399’. 








Procedure turn W side of crs, 015° Outbnd, 195° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of PSC VOR. 
Final approach crs, 195°. 
Minimum altitude over Tri-Cities FM, 1160’.* 
MSA: 000°-090°—2700’ ; 090°-180°—3400’; 180°-360°—4600’. 
Notes: (1) Use W valla Walla altimeter setting when control zone not effective. (2) Inoperative components table does not apply to HIRL Runway 20R. 
. %IF R departure procedures: Climb on R 111°, PSC VOR within 10 miles to cross PSC VOR at or above 1500’ southbound V112W. All maneuvering N side R 111°, PSC 
OR. 
*Altitude at Tri-Cities FM; circling, and straight-in MDA increased 160’ when control zone not effective. 
#Sliding scale not authorized. 
$Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 








MDA Is } 8 MD HAT 





1 76 5 y 7 3 761 

MDA vis } Ss } S HAA 
1 4 , ; 75 

FM Minimums: 
MDA vis HAT MDA F HAT MDA 
820 1 421 820 421 820 421 

MDA S HAA MDA Is HAA MDA Ss HAA 

1 474 880 474 880 474 NA 


T 2-eng. or less—St< andard runways 1IL, 29R, 2L; 300-1 T over 2-eng.—St a runways 11L, 29R, 2L; 300-1 
runways 20R/L, 2R.% runways 20L/R, 





, Pasco; State, Wash.; Airport name, Tri-Cities; Elev., 406’; Facility, PSC; rea No. VOR Runway 20R, Amdt. 9; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 8; Dated, 
18 y 6&8 
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7. By amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to establish localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures 


as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TrPEe LOC 


. Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 

unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a diflerent procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 


with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 





Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
—— MAP: 2.5 miles after passing Burnet Int. 
(feet 





AUS VORTAC i 3000 Climb to 2200’ on SE ers AUS LOC within 
Lake Travis Int i initial 2300 15 miles or, when directed by ATC, 
i 1400 = climb to 2200’ turn left direct to AUS 
VORTAC. 
a po! charting information: 
Z Elevation, 632’. 





Procedure turn W side of ers, 305° Outbnd, 125° Inbnd, 3000’ within 10 miles of Plateau Int. 
FAF, Burnet Int. Final approach crs, 125°. Distance FAF to MAP, 2.5 miles. 
Minimum altitude over Plateau Int, 2300’; over Burnet Int, 1400’. 


Norte: ASR. 
Day AND NicHt MINIMUMS 


B 
HAT 








348 980 % 
HAA MDA vIS 
428 1100 1 
T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Austin; State, Tex.; Airport name, Robert Mueller Municipal; Elev., 632’; Facility I-A US; Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 12R, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. 
Amdt. No. ILS-12R, Amdt. 6 (back crs); Dated, 29 Aug. 64 


Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum 


From— To— ss MAP: 3 miles after passing Creole Int. 
( 


I  cemiincicndinneintetmumappemnnmes Creole Int (NOPT) 900 Climb to 1600’ direct BT LOM. 

BTRVOR Creole Int -- Direct x 2000 Supplementary charting information: 

elton Bee VOR, Ewe ............. Amis int_................. acomplia ae i 1600 Depict: BTR radial 091° (Amite Int) 
BTR radial 080° (Creole Int). TDZ 


Elevation, 70’. 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 127° Outbnd, 307° Inbnd, 1600’ within 10 miles of Creole Int. 
FAF, Creole Int. Final appraoch crs, 307°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3 miles. 
Minimum altitude over Creole Int, 900’. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B 
HAT 


420 34 
MDA Vis 
560 1 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


350 
HAA 
550 


City, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Airport name, Ryan; Elev., 70’; Facility, -BTR; Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 31, Amdt. 8; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
IL8-31, Amdt. 7 (back crs); Dated, 1 May 65 
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8. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) pro- 
cedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TrPE NDB (ADF) 


Bearings, headi courses and radials are ra De 0 St EE ee EE, aR Ee 20 > Ciaings crn Sak cove ciagest ovation. 
Distances orb itr nautical miles unless ottierwiss cept visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 


If an instrument approach —— of the above t is S condineted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure 
in accordance with a difere orized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum nititudes shall shall corvenpend 


unless an approach is conduc’ mt procedure for such airport auth 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


' 


Minimum 
To— altitudes MAP: 4.8 miles after passing AU NDB. 


(feet) 


AUS VORTAC } 2200 Climb to 3000’ on ers 305° AU NDB within 
ee REE EE, 2200 15milesor, when directed by ATC, climb 
i 2200 oa right turn direct to AUS VOR 


Cc 
8u er ans information: TDZ 
levation, 61 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 125° Outbnd, 305° Inbnd, 2200’ within 10 miles of AU LOM, 
FAF, AU LOM. Final approach ers, 305°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.8 miles. 

Minimum altitude over AU LOM, 2000’. 

MSA within 25 miles of AU LOM: 000°-090°—2100’; 090°-180°—1900’; 180°-360°—3000" 


Norge: ASR 
Day AND Nicut MINIMUMS 


B Cc D 


MDA vis HAT MDA vIs HAT MDA Vis 


O40) RVR 40 329 940 RVR 40 329 940 RVR 50 
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vIs 
1100 1 468 1100 1% 468 1200 2 
T 2-eng. or less—RVR 24, 30L; others standard. T over 2-eng.—RVRE 24, 30L; others standard. 


City, Austin; State, Tex.; Airport name, Robert Mueller Municipal; Elev., 632’; Facility, AU; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 30L, Amdt. 22; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup 
Amdt. No. 21; Dated, 4 Mar. 67 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
no MAP: 3.8 miles from BT LOM. 


1600 Climb to 2000’, left turn direct BTR VOR 
= Su plementary charting information: TDZ 
elevation, 67’. 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 1600’ within 10 miles of BT LOM, 
FAF, BT LOM. Final approach ors gt 127°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.8 miles. 
Minimum altitude over 
MSA: 130°-220°—2800’; 20-130" 1600",” 
Day AND Nicut Minmuums 


B 


520 1 
MDA vIs vis HAA 
490 560 1 1% 490 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Airportname, Ryan; Elev., 70; ae BT? ieee i De fel, tes (ADF) Runway 13, Amdt. 13; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. ADF 
t. a ay 65 
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9. By amending § 97.29. of Subpart C to establish instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPe ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation, 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. - 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above t is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 


with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 





Terminal routes 


To— 





Austin VORTAC 
OS) ee 
BSM NDB 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 125° Outbnd, 305° Inbnd, 2200’ within 10 miles of AU LOM. 
FAF, AU LOM. Final approach crs, 365°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.8 miles. 
Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2200’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 2182’; at MM, 861’. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 4.8 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile. 
MSA within 25 miles of AU LOM: 000°-090°—2100’; -180°—1900’; 180°-360°—3000’. 
Note: ASR 
DayY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
A 
VIS HAT 
RVR 2% 200 
vis HAT 
RVR 2% 269 880 RVR 2% 
HAA MDA vIS 
428 1100 1 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: ILS DH 811’; LOC 4.8 miles passing 
altitudes AU LOM. 


Climb to 3000’ on NW ers ILS 305° within 
15 miles or, When directed by ATC, climb 
to 2200’, right turn direct to AUS 
VORTAC. 

Supplementary charting information: T DZ 

levation, 611’. 


T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Austin; State, Tex.; Airport name, Robert Mueller Municipal; Elev., 632’; Facility, I-A US; Procedure No. ILS Runway 30L, Amdt. 22; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. 


No. 21; Dated, 3 June 67 


Terminal routes 


BTR VORTAC 
River Int 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 1600’ within 10 miles of BT LOM. 
FAF, BT LOM. Final approach ers, 127°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.8 miles (LOC). 
Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 1300’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 1268’; at MM, 281’. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 3.8 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile. 
MSA: 130°-220°—2800’; 220°-130°—1600’. 
DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
B 


DH 


317 
MDA 
353 420 
HAA MDA 
490 560 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


Missed approach 


MAP: ILS DH 317’; LOC 3.8 miles after 
passing BT LOM. 


Climb to 1600’ direct to Creole Int or, when 
directed by ATC, make climbing left 
turn to 3000 via BTR VOR R MI’, 
direct to Clinton Int. 

Supplementary charting information: De- 

ict BTR radial 080° (Creole Int). TDZ 
levation, 67’. 


% 353 
HAA 
1% 490 

T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Airport name, Ryan; Elev., 70’; Facility, I-BTR; ie No. ILS Runway 13, Amdt. 12; Eff. date, 26 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 11; Dated, 
y 
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10. By amending § 97.31 of Subpart C to establish precision approach radar (PAR) and airport surveillance radar (ASR) 
procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE RaDaAR 
Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RV R. 
If a radar instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 


in accordance with a different procedure authorized for such airport by the Administrator. Initial sogveem minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for en 
route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be established with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final author- 
ized landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when (A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the author- 
ized landing minimums, or (B) at Pilot’s discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue the approach. Except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final 
approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for 


more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller; (C) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or 
(D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances measured from radar antenna) 








From— To— 


Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude - 


Notes 





As established by AUS ASR minimum altitude vectoring chart. 


Missed approach: 








. Descend aircraft after passing FAF. 

. Runway 30L—FAF AU LOM 438 miles from 
threshold. 

. Runway 12R—FAF Burnet Int 2.5 miles from 
threshold. Minimum altitude over Burnet Int, 
1400’. 

4. Runway 16R—FAF 2.2 miles from threshold. 

Minimum altitude over FAF 1300’. 

5. Runway 34L—FAF 5 miles from threshold. 

Radar antenna located at BSM AFB. TDZ Eleva- 

tion 30L, 611’. TDZ Elevation 12R, 632’. 


on 


Ww 


Runway 30L—C]imb to 3000’ straight ahead on AUS LOC crs 305° within 15 miles, or climb to 3000’ right turn direct to AUS VORTAC and hold, N right turns, 1 minute, 


187° Inbnd. 


Runway 12R—Climb to 3000’ direct to AU LOM and hold, SE right turns, 1 minute, 305° Inbnd. 
Runway 16R—Climb to 3000’ direct to AU LOM and hold, SE right turns, 1 minute, 305° Inbnd. 
Runway 34L—Climb to 3000’ direct to AUS VORTAC and hold, N right turns, 1 minute, 187° Inbnd. 





DaY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


Cc , D 








A B 
Cond. 

MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT 
900 RVR 24 2389 900 RVR 24 239 900 RVR 24 239 900 RVR B® 239 
1040 % 408 1040 % 408 1040 % 408 1040 1 408 
MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA 
C-30L, 34L and 16R.-.......- 1060 1 428 1100 1 468 1100 1% 468 1200 2 568 
Pe isawasanchinsacnushainns 1100 1 468 1100 1 468 1100 ll, 468 1200 2 568 

ss aati Nisiandicias nip tics hdeyie aeons Standard T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 





City, Austin; State, Tex.; Airport name, Robert Mueller Municipal; Elev., 632’; Facility, Au 
i ) 


No. Radar 1, Amdt. 5; Dated, 9 July 66 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 
(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348(c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 20, 1968. 


[Docket No. 8898; Amdt. 159-10] 


PART 159—NATIONAL CAPITAL 
AIRPORTS 


Landing Charges 


The purpose of these amendments to 
Part 159 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations is to revise the landing charges 
at the National Capital Airports pro- 
vided in § 159.181; to limit the excep- 
tion in § 159.181(b)(1) for aircraft of 
3,500 pounds or less weight not engaged 
in commercial operations to landings at 
Dulles International Airport; and to 
clarify the exception, previously in 
§ 159.181(b) (2), that concerns certain 
air carriers with ‘specified contracts on 
landing charges. These amendments 
were proposed in Notice 68-13 issued on 
May 23, 1968 (33 F.R. 7884), and some 
favorable public comments were received. 

Some comments opposed the pro- 
posed $4 minimum landing fee at Wash- 
ington National Airport on the ground 
that it represented a discriminatory and 


~ Radar; Procedure No. Radar-1, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 28 Sept. 68; Sup. Amdt 


se 
R. S. Suirr, 


Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10363; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 





disproportionate increase for small air- 
craft since they do not consume as much 
time on the runway as do large aircraft. 
However, experience indicates that in a 
mixed traffic pattern the use of runway 
commitment time is approximately the 
same for each landifg or takeoff, regard- 
less of the size of the aircraft. As stated 
in the notice, the $4 minimum landing 
fee is based upon both indirect and di- 
rect costs of providing and maintaining 
the runways and other landing area fa- 
cilities at Washington National Airport, 
and represents the approximate costs 
for one landing and one takeoff regard- 
less of the size of the aircraft. Many 
general aviation aircraft, while having 
the opportunity of using the runways, 
have been paying no landing fees for 
their runway commitment time. The fee 
is instituted to insure fair and equitable 
cost recovery, consistent with the policy 
of the Bureau of the Budget Circular 
A-25 concerning user charges for Gov- 
ernment services and property. 


Additional comments asserted that 
smaller aircraft should not be required 
to pay for “sophisticated” runways and 
facilities built to accommodate large and 
jet aircraft. The airport was constructed 
for the purpose of serving all users. 
Larger aircraft pay larger landing fees, 
based upon weight, for the use of the 
runways. Thus, to the extent that large 
or jet aircraft require longer and more 
sophisticated runways, the landing fees 
reflect the cost of providing and main- 
taining these runways. Further, the costs 
on which the landing fees are based do 
not include those of providing other air 
navigation aids such as the instrument 
landing systems and components in- 
stalled at the airport for the benefit of 
all users. 

Other comments asserted that in light 
of profits received at Washington Na- 
tional Airport, the real purpose of the 
minimum landing fee is to discourage 
general aviation's use of that airport, to 
divert that traffic to Dulles, or to sub- 


sidize losses incurred at Dulles. However, 
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as stated before, the purpose is to recover 
cost on an equitable basis. Also, it must 
be noted, profits at Washington National 
Airport are derived largely from conces- 
sionaire revenues which, consistent with 
the policy of the Bureau of the Budget 
Circular A-25, are not limited to the 
recovery of costs alone. In recognition of 
the fact that landing fees cannot be set 
in advance to recover costs exactly, all 
landing fees, including those of air car- 
riers under contract, are subject to pe- 
riodic adjustments to reflect actual 
experience. 

Suggestion was made in one comment 
that helicopters should pay the mini- 
mum landing fees. However, as stated in 
the -Notice, helicopters do not use the 
runways for landing purposes, and the 
decision to exclude them from payment 
of the minimum landing fees is adhered 
to. } 

Some commentators questioned the ra- 
tionale behind setting higher landing fees 
for turbojet powered aircraft that are of 
comparable weight with reciprocating 
engine or turbopropeller powered air- 
craft. The revised landing fees were es- 
tablished after considering the amounts 
domestic and flag air carriers pay for 
landings under existing contracts with 
the United States, and as revised they 
equalize the landing fees for air carriers 
and other users of the runways. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak- 
ing of these amendments, and due con- 
sideration has been given to all relevant 
matter presented. These amendments 
are now issued for the reasons stated in 
Notice 68-13. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
§ 159.181 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations is amended, effective October 11, 
1968, to read as follows: 


§ 159.181 Landing charges. 


(a) Except as provided in paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of this section, the charge 
for each landing of an aircraft at Wash- 
ington National Airport or Dulles Inter- 
national Airport is as follows: 


WASHINGTON NATIONAL AIRPORT 


Basic landing charge: 
Turbojet powered aircraft, for each 


Reciprocating engine or turbopro- 
peller powered aircraft, for each 
FE a inscestnpiiintncioan chee tiunsisensinileninietastn -12 
Minimum landing charge: 
All aircraft except helicopters_-___~- 
DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
Basic landing charge: ; 
Turbojet powered aircraft, for each 
BN Caan ected doreersntnebiene ils $0. 25 
Reciprocating engine or turbopro- 
peller powered aircraft, for each 


4.00 


tee caret ahetniiaasoaelecseapens - 25 
Minimum landing charge 
Bae ct nent - 75 


(b) There is no landing charge under 
this subpart for the following: 

(1) Aircraft of 3,500 pounds or less 
weight that are not engaged in com- 
mercial operations, and that land at 
Dulles International Airport. 
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(2) Public aircraft. 

(3) Aircraft compelled to return after 
takeoff. 

(c) Except for the minimum landing 
charges, the landing charges in para- 
graph (a) of this section do not apply 
to the holder of a domestic or flag air 
carrier operating certificate, issued under 
Part 121 of this chapter, or to the holder 
of operations specifications, issued under 
Part 129 of this chapter, if that cer- 
tificate holder has a contract with the 
United States for the use of the partic- 
ular airport by that aircraft, and the 
contract provides for the payment of 
named amounts, as landing charges, di- 
rectly to the United States. 


(Act of June 29, 1940, as amended (54 Stat. 
686), and the Act of Sept. 7, 1950, as amended, 
64 Stat. 770, as smended, and Title V of the 
Independent Offices Appropriations Act of 
1952; 31 U.S.C. 483a) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. 
D. D. THomas, 
Acting Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10944; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





Chapter lil—Civil Aeronautics Board 


SUBCHAPTER D—SPECIAL REGULATIONS 
[Reg. No. SPR-27] 


PART 375—NAVIGATION OF FOR- 
EIGN CIVIL AIRCRAFT WITHIN THE 
UNITED STATES 


Canadian Amateur-Built Experimental 
Aircraft 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
6th day of September 1968. 

The navigation of foreign civil air- 
craft in the United States is subject to 
permission granted by the Board under 
section 1108(b) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended. If such aircraft 
do not have an airworthiness certificate 
which is recognized for purposes of navi- 
gation in the United States, it is the 
-Board’s practice to condition permission 
upon the issuance of an appropriate air 
safety authorization by the Administra- 
tor of the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion (FAA). In such cases, therefore, 
permission to operate such aircraft in the 
United States must be obtained from 
both the Board and the Administrator. 
Section 375.20 (a), (b), (c), (da), and (e) 
of Part 375 of the Board’s special regula- 
tions, which implements section 1108(b) 
of the Act, sets forth certain instances 
where the Board has granted blanket 
permission for flights of such aircraft in 
the United States by regulation, on con- 
dition that air safety authorizations are 
obtained from the Administrator, so that 
individual applications to the Board are 
not necessary in those situations. 

The Experimental Aircraft Associa- 
tion has petitioned the Board to amend 
§ 375.20 to grant blanket permission for 
Canadian registered amateur-built ex- 
perimental aircraft to enter the United 
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States for public demonstration at air 
shows. 

In the past the Board has routinely 
granted such individual applications 
subject to FAA concurrence. Since there 
is a substantial public benefit resulting 
from the contribution of these demon- 
strations toward the promotion, encour- 
agement, and development of civil 
aviation, and in view of the admin- 
istrative savings resulting from the 
elimination of processing the individual 
applications it appears to the Board 
that, consistent with its regulatory 
function, blanket authority to navigate 
in the United States upon obtaining a 
safety authorization from the Adminis- 

“trator may be extended to the demon- 
stration of Canadian registered amateur- 
built experimental aircraft at air shows. 

Section 375.20 is therefore amended 
by adding a new paragraph (f) which 
authorizes demonstrations at air shows 
within the United States and air flights 
to and from such shows as permitted 
by the Administrator. 

Since this new amendment relieves 
restrictions and does not impose any 
new burden on any person, notice and 
public procedure thereon are -unneces- 
sary, and the amendments may be made 
effective upon less than 30 days’ notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 375 of its special regulations (14 
CFR Part 375), effective September 11, 
1968, by amending the introductory 
paragraph and adding a new paragraph 
(f) to § 375.20 to read as follows: 


§ 375.20 Airworthiness and registration 
certificates. 


Foreign civil aircraft shall carry 
aboard currently effective certificates of 
registration and airworthiness issued or 
rendered valid by the country of registry 
and shall display the nationality and reg- 
istration markings of that country: Pro- 
vided, That in the cases of operations 
specified in paragraphs (a) through (f) 
of this section, an unexpired air safety 
flight authorization issued by the Ad- 
ministartor, his designee or duly author- 
ized representative, under Title VI of the 
Act, authorizing and circumscribing such 
operations, may be carried on board the 
aircraft in lieu of such certificate of air- 
worthiness: 


> > * » 


(f) A Canadian registered amateur- 
built experimental aircraft is to be pub- 
licly demonstrated at an air show within 
the United States. 


(Secs. 204 and 1108 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 798; 
49 U.S.C. 1324, 1508) 
Effective: September 11, 1968. 
Adopted: September 6, 1968. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] Harowp R. SANDERSON, — 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10985; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 


8:50 a.m.] 
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Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 


Chapter IIl—Bureavu of International 
Commerce, Department of Commerce 


SUBCHAPTER B—-EXPORT REGULATIONS 
{llth Gen. Rev. of Export Regs., Amdt. 9] 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
SUBCHAPTER 


Parts 368, 371, 373, and 379 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations are amended as 
set forth below: 


(Sec. 3, 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023; E.O. 
10945, 26 F.R. 4487, 3 CFR 1959-1963 Comp.; 
E.O. 11038, 27 F.R. 7003, 3 CFR 1959-1963 
Comp.) 


Effective date: September 6, 1968. 


RAUER H. MEYER, 
Director, Office of Export Control. 


PART 368—-MUTUAL ASSISTANCE ON 
U.S. IMPORTS AND EXPORTS (AS 
APPLIED TO SELECTED U.S. IM- 
PORTS) 


‘In § 368.1 International import cer- 
tificate and delivery verification certifi- 
cate on selected imports into the United 
States, paragraph (b) International im- 
port certificate issued: by United States, 
subparagraph (7) Approval of shipment, 
transfer, or sale of commodities to a for- 
eign consignee, subdivision (v) is re- 
vised and paragraph (d) Delivery veri- 
fication certificate on imports into the 
United States, subparagraph (3) is re- 
designated subparagraph (4) and a new 


subparagraph (3) is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 368.1 International import certificate 
and delivery verification certificate on 
selected imports into the United 
States. 


x * * 7 * 


(b) International import certificate 
issued by United States. * * * 

(7) Approval of shipment, transfer, 
or sale of commodities to a foreign con- 
signee. * * * 

(v) If the commodities covered by an 
International Import Certificate have 
been imported into any ultimate destina- 
tion other than the United States, and 
the foreign exporter of the commodities 
requests a Delivery Verification Certifi- 
cate, the party who obtained the Inter- 
national Import Certificate shall obtain 
from the importer in the third country a 
Delivery Verification Certificate or, if 
Delivery Verification Certificates are not 
issued (see list of applicable countries in 
Supplement No. 2 to Part 373), other offi- 
cial government confirmation of delivery. 
The Delivery Verification Certificate, or 
other confirmation of delivery, shall be 
submitted to the Office of Export Control, 
together with an explanatory letter giv- 
ing the International Import Certificate 
Number, date issued, and location of is- 
suing office. The Office of Export Control 
will then provide the U.S. party with an 
original and one copy of Form IA-956, 
Delivery Compliance Notice, signifying 
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that the commodities were delivered to 
their destination in accordance with the 
laws and regulations of the United States. 
The U.S. party shall retain the copy of 
the form in its files and forward the 
original to the foreigr exporting firm for 
submission to its government. 


* . x * * 


(d) Delivery Verificution Certificate 
on imports into the United States. * * * 

(3) Issuance of U.S. Delivery Com- 
pliance Notice in lieu of Delivery Verifi- 
cation Certificate. Where a US. party is 
required to provide a Delivery Verifica- 
tion Certificate but does not wish to 
disclose the name of his customer to the 
foreign supplier (e.g., in the event that 
the commodities are resold or transferred 
to another person or firm before the com- 
modities enter the United States), he 
may submit an authenticated Form FC- 
908, Delivery Verification Certificate, to- 
gether with an explanatory letter stating 
that he does not wish to disclose the 
name of his customer to the foreign sup- 
plier, to the Office of Export Control (At- 
tention: 852), U.S. Department of Com- 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. The Of- 
fice of Export Control will then provide 
the U.S. party with an original and a 
copy of an authenticated Form IA-956, 
Delivery Compliance Notice, signifying 
that the commodities were imported into 
the United States and that a satisfactory 
US. Delivery Verification Certificate has 
been submitted to the Office of Export 
Control. The U.S. party shall forward 
the original to the foreign supplier for 
submission to the foreign government 
and retain the copy in its files. 


* ~ * 7 = 





PART 371—GENERAL LICENSES 
Section 371.15 is revised to read: 


§ 371.15 General license GLC; exports 
of commercial vehicles by certain 
civil airlines and by private or com- 
mon carriers. 


A general license designated GLC is 
hereby established authorizing the ex- 
ports described below. 

(a) Air carriers. Civil aircraft operat- 
ing under an Air Carrier Operating 
Certificate, Commercial Operating Cer- 
tificate, or Air Taxi Operating Certificate 
issued by the Federal Aviation Agency 
may depart from the United States for 
any destination other than a destination 
in Country Group S, Y or Z (excluding 
Cuba); except that U.S. registered air- 
craft shall not depart for the purpose of 
sale, resale, lease, charter, or any other 
disposition to a foreign country or any 
national thereof, and except that the air- 
craft’s U.S. registration shall not be 
changed while abroad. 


Note: This provision is not intended to 
prevent an otherwise eligible U.S. registered 
aircraft from departing from the United 
States under General License GLC for the 
purpose of conducting a round trip flight to 
a foreign country(ies) and subsequent re- 
turn to the United States. 


(b) Other carriers. Trucks, busses, 
trailers, railroad rolling stock, and other 


commercial vehicles when operated by 

private or common carriers between the 

United States and other countries may be 

exported from the United States to any 

destination except Country Group Y or 

Z: Provided, That such vehicles, except 

those imported into the United States 

frcm a foreign country, shall not be ex- 
ported for resale. 

Sectiqn 371.16 is revised to read: 

§ 371.16 General license GTF-US: 
goods imported for display at U.S. 
exhibitions or trade fairs. 

A general license designated GTF-US 
is hereby established authorizing the ex- 
port, under the conditions set forth in 
paragraph (a) or (b) of this section, of 
commodities which were imported into 
the United States for display at an ex- 
hibition or trade fair held in the United 
States and which were either entered 
under bond or permitted temporary free 
importation under bond providing for 
their export and which are being ex- 
ported in accordance with the terms of 
such bond. 

(a) Return to country from which im- 
ported. Such commodities may be re- 
turned to the country from which im- 
ported into the United States except to 
Country Group §, or Z. 

(b) Exports to other destinations. For 
exports which are not being returned to 
the country from which imported, such 
commodities may be exported to any des- 
tination except: 

(1) Where the commodities were im- 
ported into the United States pursuant to 
a US. Import Certificate, or 

(2) Where the export from the United 
States will be made to Country Group S, 
W, &, Y, or Z. 

Note: The provisions of this § 371.16 do not 
prohibit the use of any other applicable gen- 
eral license for the export of commodities 
which were originally imported into the 


United States for display, demonstration, or 
testing at exhibitions or trade fairs. 


Section 371.17 is added to read: 


§ 371.17 General license GTF-F; goods 
temporarily exported for display at 
foreign exhibitions or trade fairs. 


A general license designated GTF-F is 
hereby established authorizing, under the 
conditions set forth below, the temporary 
export of commodities to a foreign exhi- 
bition(s) or trade fair(s) located in 
Country Group T or V for the purpose 
of display, exhibition, or demonstration. 

(a) Commodity exceptions. The fol- 
lowing commodities shall not be exported 
under the provisions of this general 
license: 

(1) Any commodity related to nuclear 
weapons, nuclear explosive devices or nu- 
clear testing, as defined in § 373.7(b) ; 

(2) Maritime (civil) nuclear propulsion 
plants, their land prototypes, and special 
facilities for their construction, support, 
or maintenance, including any ma- 
chinery, devices, components, or equip- 
ment specifically developed or designed 
for use in such plants or facilities; and 


(3) The following additional commod- 
ities: 
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Export Control Commodity Number and 


Commodity Desc-iption 


Bars, rods, angles, shapes, and sec- 
tions of porous nickel having a 
purity of 99 percent or more. 

Plates, sheets, strips, and foil of por- 
ous nickel having a purity of 99 
percent or more. 

Tubes, pipes, blanks, and fittings 
therefor, and hollow bars of porous 
nickel having a purity of 99 per- 
cent or more. 

Neutron generators employing the 
electrostatic acceleration of ions. 

Parts specially designed for neutron 
generators employing the electro- 
static acceleration of ions. 

Streak cameras having writing speeds 
of 8 mm./microsecond and above, 
capable of recording events which 
are not initiated by the camera 
mechanism. 

Streak cameras having writing 
speeds of less than 8 mm./micro- 
second, capable of recording events 
which are not initiated by the 
camera mechanism; and specially 
designed parts and accessories, 
n.e.c. 

High-speed cameras having any of 
the following characteristics: (a) 
using film widths 35 mm. or nar- 
rower and capable of recording at 
rates in excess of 3,000 frames 
per second when using a steady 
light flow as the lighting source, 
and 10,000 frames per second when 
using flash equipment connected 


to the unwinding system as the. 


lighting source, (b) using film 
widths greater than 35 mm. and 
capable of recording in excess of 
64 frames per second, or (c) cap- 
able of recording in excess of 250,- 
000 frames per second. 

Parts and accessories, n.e.c., specially 
designed for high-speed cameras 
under No. 86140 which are subject 
to the Import Certificate/Delivery 
Verification procedure. 

Photographic micro-flash equipment 
capable of giving a flash of 1/200,- 
000 second or shorter duration at a 
minimum recurrence frequency of 
200 flashes per second; and spe- 
cially designed parts and acces- 
sories. (Specify by name.) 

Photographic microflash equipment 
capable of giving a flash of between 
1/100,000 and 1/200,000 second 
duration, at a minimum recurrence 
frequency of 200 flashes per second; 
and specially designed parts and 
accessories. (Specify by name.) 

High-speed motion picture cameras 
having any of the following 
characteristics: (a) Using film 
widths 35 mm. or narrower and 
capable of recording at rate in ex- 
cess of 3,000 frames per second 
when using a steady light flow as 
the lighting source, and 10,000 
frames per second when using flash 
equipment connected to the un- 
winding system as the lighting 
source, (b) using film width greater 
than 35 mm. and capable of record- 
ing in excess of 64 frames per sec- 
ond, or (c) capable of recording in 
excess of 250,000 frames per 
second. 

Parts and accessories, n.e.c., specially 
designed for high-speed motion 
picture cameras under No. 86150 
which are subject to the Import 
Certificate/Delivery Verification 
procedure. 


(b) Return of commodities to the 
United States. The U.S. exporter shall 
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return all commodities exported under 
this general license to the United States 
within sixty (60) days after the close of 
the exhibition or trade fair, unless: 

(1) Within a 1-year period after ex- 
port from the United States, the com- 
modities will be displayed in additional 
exhibition(s) or trade fair(s) located in 
Country Group T or V. In this instance, 
the commodities shall be returned to the 
United States within sixty (60) days af- 
ter the end of this final exhibition or 
trade fair or the one-year period, which- 
ever is earlier; or 

(2) Authorization is received from the 
Office of Export Control to sell the com- 
modities outside the United States or 
otherwise dispose of the commodities 
abroad, in accordance with the proce- 
dure described in paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

(c) Request for authorization to dis- 
pose of commodities outside the United 
States. If the U.S. exporter wishes to 
sell the goods to a person outside the 
United States or otherwise dispose of the 
commodities abroad, he shall request au- 
thorization therefor by letter to the 
Office of Export Control (Attention: 
852), US. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. The letter shall 
set forth the date the commodities were 
exported from the United States; Ex- 
port Control Commodity Number(s) ; de- 
scription, quantity, value, present loca- 
tion, and proposed disposition of the 
commodities; and the name, address, and 
identity of each party to the proposed 
transaction. Further, such request shall 
comply with any special provisions of 
the Export Regulations covering exports 
directly from the United States to the 
proposed destination, and shall be ac- 
companied by any documents which 
would be required in support of an ap- 
plication for export license for shipment 
of the same commodities directly from 
the United States to the proposed desti- 
nation. The Office of Export Control will 
advise the U.S. exporter of its action 
by letter. 

(d) Additional copy of shipper’s ez- 
port declaration. When clearing ship- 
ments for temporary export under the 
provisions of this general license, the ex- 
porter shall submit to the Customs Of- 
fice or to the Postmaster an additional 
copy of the Shipper’s Export Declaration 
and shall enter the notation “854” in the 
upper right corner of the Declaration. 

Note: 1. Other general licenses. The pro- 
visions of this § 371.17 should not be con- 
strued as limiting the use of other applicable 
general licenses, such as G-—DEST. Also, see 
§ 371.16, General License GTF-US, which 
permits the export from the United States 
@f commodities previously imported for dis- 
play at a U.S. exhibition or trade fair. 

2. Validated license. See § 373.6 of this 
chapter regarding the submission of an ap- 
plication for a validated license covering ex- 
ports to foreign exhibitions or trade fair; 
which do not qualify under the provisions 
of General License GTF-F. 


Section 371.18 is amended as follows: 


§ 371.18 General license GLR; return 
of certain commodities imported imto 
the United States. 


A general license designated GLR is 
hereby established, authorizing exports 
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described below. When an export is made 
under the provisions of paragraphs (a) 
through (e) of this section, the U.S. Cus- 
toms Entry Number (if any), the coun- 
try from which the commodities were 
imported, and the port of entry shall be 
shown on the Shipper’s Export Declara- 
tion. 

(a) Commodities sent to the United 
States for inspection, testing, calibra- 
tion or repair. (1) Any commodity which 
has been sent to the United States for in- 
spection, testing, calibration or repair 
may be exported under this general li- 
cense to the country from which it was 
sent, except as indicated in subparagraph 
(2) of this paragraph. The commodity 
returned may include any replacement 
or rebuilt parts which are necessary to 
repair the commodity and may be ac- 
companied by any spare part, tool, acces- 
sory, or other item sent to the United 
States for use in connection with the in- 
spection, testing, calibration, or repair. 

(2) The provisions of this paragraph 
371.18(a) do not apply to: 

(i) Exports to Country Group S, W, 
2,2; 

(ii) Commodities disposed of by U.S. 
Government agencies under foreign ex- 
cess property disposal programs; or 

(iii) Commodities related to nuclear 
weapons, nuclear explosive devices or 
nuclear testing, as described in § 373.7 
(b) of this chapter. 

(b) Containers. An export may be 
made of metal drums, gas cylinders, 
bags, and other containers (whether 
manufactured in the United States or a 
foreign country) which are imported 
into the United States for the purpose 
of transporting contained commodities 
to or from the United States to any des- 
tination other than Country Group S 
or Z, whether such container is exported 
(1) empty, or (2) filled with any com- 
modity which may be exported under a 
general license, or (3) filled with any 
commodity for which a validated license 
h&s been issued by the Office of Export 
Control. 

(c) Commodities failing to conform to 
specifications or shipped without the 
consent of the consignee. A commodity 
which does not conform to sample or 
other specifications, or was shipped with- 
out the consent of the consignee and is in 
the same condition it was in when im- 
ported into the United States, may be 
returned under this general license to 
the country from which it was exported 
to the United States. This paragraph (c) 
does not apply to the return of commod- 
ities to Country Group S or Z. 





PART 373—LICENSING POLICIES AND 
RELATED SPECIAL PROVISIONS 


§ 373.6 [Amended] 


Section 373.6 Commodities exported 
for exhibition, demonstration, or testing 
purposes is revised by adding the follow- 
ing “note” at the end of the section: 


Nore: See § 371.17, General License GTF-F 
of this chapter, which authorizes, under cer- 
tain conditions, the temporary export of com- 
modities for display at foreign exhibitions 
or trade fairs. 


aro 23 


oa ma a ae 


PART 379—EXPORT CLEARANCE 
AND DESTINATION CONTROL 


Section 379.3 Presentation of Ship- 
per’s Export Declaration, paragraph (c) 
number of copies to be presented, sub- 
paragraph (3) Additional copies of dec- 
laration, a new subparagraph designated 
(vii) is added to read: 


§ 379.3 Presentation of Shipper’s Ex- 
port Declaration. 
a » > - > 

(c) Number of copies to be pre- 
sented. * * * 

(vii) Exports made under General Li- 
cense GTF-F for display at a foreign 
exhibition or trade fair. The additional 
copy shall bear, in the upper right cor- 
ner, the notation “854.” (See § 371.17(d) 
of this chapter.) 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10998; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 am.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL — 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 
[Docket No. C-1377] 


PART 13—-PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


American Foods, Inc., et al. 


Subpart—Delaying or withholding 
corrections, adjustments or action owed: 
§ 13.677 Delaying or failing to deliver 
goods." Subpart—Offering unfair, im- 
proper and deceptive inducements to 
purchase or deal: § 13.2013 Offers de- 
ceptively made and evaded. Subpart— 
Substituting product inferior to offer: 
§ 13.2263 Substituting product inferior 
to offer. : 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, American 
Foods, Inc., et al., St. Paul, Minn., Docket 
C-1377, July 10, 1968] 


In the Matter of American Foods, Inc., a 
Corporation (Formerly American 
Food Plan of Minnesota, Inc.), 
American Food Plan of Iowa, Inc., a 
Corporation, American Foods of 
Nebraska, Inc., a Corporation, 
American Foods, Inc. of South Da- 
kota, a Corporation, American Foods 
of North Dakota, Inc., a Corpora- 
tion, and Walter L. Lange, Individu- 
ally and as an Officer of Said Corpo- 
rations, Trading and Doing Business 


as American Foods, Inc., American. 


Foods, American Food Plan, Ameri- 
can Food Plan, Inc., and American 
Foods Service, Inc. 


Consent order requiring five affiliated 
sellers of freezer-food plans to cease de- 
laying or failing to deliver purchasers’ 
orders, substituting inferior quality mer- 
chandise, and failing to disclose that 
sales contracts might be sold to finance 
companies. 


1 New section added. 
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The order to cease and desist, includ- 


ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 


Part I 


It is ordered, That respondents Amer- 
ican Foods, Inc., a corporation, American 
Food Plan of Iowa, Inc., a corporation, 
American Foods of Nebraska, Inc., a cor- 
poration, American Foods, Inc. of South 
Dakota, a corporation, American Foods 
of North Dakota, Inc., a corporation, and 
their officers, and Walter L. Lange, in- 
dividually and as an officer of said cor- 
porations, and respondents’ agents, rep- 
resentatives, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in or in connection with the offering for 
sale, sale, or distribution of freezers, 
food, or freezer food plans, or other 
merchandise, in commerce, as “com- 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by impli- 
cation that food order forms and current 
price lists will be forwarded in response 
to telephone or post card requests 
to purchasers of freezer food plans or 
memberships promptly or by return mail: 
Provided however, That it shall be a de- 
fense in any enforcement procedure in- 
stituted hereunder for respondents to 
establish that such order forms and price 
lists were in fact forwarded promptly 
upon request or by return mail. 

2. Representing, directly or by im- 
plication that if a freezer food plan or 
membership is purchased, food and gro- 
cery orders received from purchasers of 
food plans or memberships will be filled 
promptly, or normally delivered within 
a week (or any other stated brief period 
of time) after being placed: Provided 
however, That it shall be a defense in 
any enforcement procedure instituted 
hereunder for respondents to establish 
that such orders were filled and delivered 
within the time, or times represented. 

3. Failing or refusing to deliver food 
or other merchandise ordered by prop- 
erly enrolled, nondefaulting purchasers 
of freezer food plans or memberships; 

4. Delivering or substituting food or 
other merchandise of different or lesser 
quality (a) than that represented as 
being available to prospective purchasers 
at the time they were induced to become 
purchasers of freezer food plans or 
memberships; or (b) than food or other 
merchandise actually ordered by pur- 
chasers of freezer food plans or member- 
ships; 

5. Failing to disclose orally at the 
time of the sale and in writing on any 
conditional sales contract, promissory 
note, or other instrument executed by the 
purchaser, with such conspicuousness 
and clarity as is likely to be read and 
observed by the purchaser that: 

(a) Such conditional sales contract, 
promissory note, or other instrument 
may, at the option of the seller and with- 
out notice to the purchaser, be negotiated 
or assigned to a finance company or 
other third party; 

(b) If such negotiation or assignment 
is effected, the purchaser will then owe 
the amount due under the contract to 
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the finance company or third party and 
may have to pay this amount in full 
whether or not he has claims against the 
seller under the contract for defects in 
the merchandise, nondelivery or the like. 

6. Inducing purchasers of a freezer 
food plan, food, freezers or other mer- 
chandise to sign any promissory note or 
instrument of like nature unless said in- 
strument contains all of the terms and 
conditions of the promise and unless 
purchasers are fully appraised of the na- 
ture and contents thereof; 


Part II 


It is further ordered, That respondents 
American Foods, Inc., a corporation, 
American Food Plan of Iowa, Inc., a 
corporation, American Foods of Nebras- 
ka, Inc., a corporation, American Foods, 
Inc. of South Dakota, a corporation, 
American Foods of North Dakota, Inc., a 
corporation, and their officers, and Wal- 
ter L. Lange, individually ana as an of- 
ficer of said corporations, and respond- 
ents’ agents, representatives, and em- 
ployees, directly or through any corporate 
or any other device, in or in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale, or dis- 
tribution of any food or purchasing plan 
involving food, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

1. Disseminating or causing to be dis- 
seminated, any advertisement by means 
of the U.S. mails or by any means in com- 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, which 
advertisement contains any representa- 
tion or misrepresentation prohibited in 
Part I of this order. 

2. Disseminating or causing the dis- 
semination of any advertisement by any 
means for the purpose of inducing or 
which is likely to induce, directly or in- 
directly, the purchase of any food, or any 
purchasing plan involving food in com- 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, which 
advertisement contains any of the rep- 
resentations or misrepresentations pro- 
hibited in Part I of this order. 

3. Failing to deliver a copy of this 
Order to Cease and Desist to all operating 
divisions of each corporate respondent, 
and to all officers, managers, and sales- 
men, both present and future, of each 
franchised dealer, distributor, and li- 
censee; and to any other person now en- 
gaged or who becomes engaged in the 
sale of meat or other food products as 
respondents’ agent, representative, or 
employee; and to secure a signed state- 
ment from each of said persons ac- 
knowledging receipt of a copy thereof. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
ents herein shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 


form in which they have complied with 
this order. 


Issued: July 10, 1968. 

By the Commission. 

[sEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10967; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. C-1382] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Amsted Industries, Inc. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price 
under sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or 
acceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.822 
Lowered price to buyers. Subpart—Dis- 
criminating in price under section 5, 
Federal Trade Commission Act: § 13.892 
Knowingly inducing or receiving dis- 
criminating payments. 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec. 
2, 49 Stat. 1526; 15 U.S.C. 45, 13) [Cease and 
desist order, Amsted Industries, Inc., Chi- 
cago, Ill., Docket C-1382, July 19, 1968] 


Consent order requiring a Chicago, 
Tll., manufacturer of railroad car side 
frames, couplers, and other equipment 
to cease paying unlawful brokerage and 
secret rebates in the sale of its railroad 
specialty products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Amsted 
Industries, Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, agents, -representatives, or em- 
ployees, directly or through any corpo- 
rate or other device, in connection with 
the sale of railroad car side frames, 
bolsters, couplers, coupler yokes, or any 
other railroad specialty products, in com- 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Clayton Act, as amended, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any buyer, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of, or 
who is subject to the direct or indirect 
control of, such buyer, anything of 
value as a commission, brokerage, or 
other compensation, or any allowance 
or discount in lieu thereof, in connection 
with the sale of said products to such 
buyer for its own account. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, 
or to anyone acting for or in behalf of, 
or who is subject to the direct or indi- 
rect control of any railroad, anything 
of value as a commission, brokerage, or 
other compensation, or any allowance 
or discount in lieu thereof, in connection 
with the sale of said products to such 
railroad, or in connection with the sale 
of said products to any other buyer for 
use in the construction, conversion, or 
repair of railroad cars for such railroad. 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
Amsted Industries, Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, agents, representatives, 
or employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the sale of railroad car side frames, 
bolsters, couplers, coupler yokes, or any 
other railroad specialty products, in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of any 
railroad anything of value as a secret or 
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confidential refund, rebate, discount, or 
allowance in connection with the sale of 
said products to such railroad, or in con- 
nection with the sale of said products to 
any other buyer for use in the construc- 
tion, conversion, or repair of railroad 
cars for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or to 
anyone acting for or in behalf of any 
railroad, anything of value as a refund, 
rebate, discount, or allowance in order 
to induce such railroad to influence rail- 
road car builders to purchase, or con- 
tract to purchase, said products, unless 
such refunds, rebates, discounts, or al- 
lowances are defensible under subsec- 
tions (a) or (b) of section 2 of the Clay- 
ton Act, as amended. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondent corporation shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
its operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon it of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the man- 
ner and form in which it has complied 
with this order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10968; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C—1385] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Crucible Steel Company of America 


Subpart—Discriminating in price 
under section 2, Clayto1. Act—Payment 
or acceptance of commission, brokerage 
or other compensation under 2(c): 
§ 13.822 Lowered price to buyers. Sub- 
part—Discriminating in price under sec- 
tion 5, Federal Trade Commission Act: 
§ 13.892 Knowingly inducing or receiv- 
ing discriminating payments. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec. 
2, 49 Stat. 1526; 15 U.S.C. 45, 13) [Cease 
and desist order, Crucible Steel Company of 


America, Pittsburgh, Pa., Docket C-1385, July 
19, 1968] 


Consent order requiring a Pittsburgh, 
Pa., manufacturer of railroad car springs 
to cease paying illegal brokerage or se- 
cret rebates in the sale of its railroad spe- 
cialty equipment. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Crucible 
Steel Company of America, a corpora- 
tion, and its officers, agents, representa- 
tives, or employees, directly or through 
any corporate or other device, in connec- 
tion with the sale of railroad car springs, 
or any other railroad speciality products, 
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined 
in the Clayton Act, as amended, do forth- 
with cease and desist from: 


(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any buyer, or to 
anyone acting for or in behalf of, or who 
is subject to the direct or indirect con- 
trol of, such buyer, anything of value as 
a commission, brokerage, or other com- 
pensation, or any allowance or discount 
in lieu thereof, in connection with the 
sale of said products to such buyer for 
its own account. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of, or 
who is subject to the direct or indirect 
control of, any railroad, anything of 
value as a commission, brokerage, or 
other compensation, or any allowance or 
discount in lieu thereof, in connection 
with the sale of said products to such 
railroad, or in connection with the sale 
of said products to any other buyer for 
use in the construction, conversion, or 
repair of railroad cars for such railroad. 

It is further erdered, That respondent 
Crucible Steel Company of America, a 
corporation, and its officers, agents, rep- 
resentatives, or employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the sale of railroad 
car springs, or any other railroad spe- 
cialty products, in commerce, as “com- 
merce,” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of any 
railroad, anything of value as a secret 
or confidential refund, rebate, discount, 
or allowance in connection with the sale 
of said products to such railroad, or in 
connection with the sale of said products 
to any other buyer for use in the con- 
struction, conversion, or repair of rail- 
road cars for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or to 
anyone acting for or in behalf of any raii- 
road, anything of value as a refund, re- 
bate, discount, or allowance, in order to 
induce such railroad to influence railroad 
car builders to purchase, or contract to 
purchase said products, unless such re- 
funds, rebates, discounts, or allowances 
are defensible under subsections (a) or 
(b) of section 2 of the Clayton Act, as 
amended. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
ent corporation shall forthwith distribute 
a copy of this order to each of its operat- 
ing divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
ent herein shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon it of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which it has complied with this 
order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10969; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. C-1384] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


William S$. Hansen and A. Stucki Co. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price un- 

der sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or ac- 
ceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.822 
Lowered price to buyers. Subpart—Dis- 
criminating in price under section 5, 
Federal Trade Commission Act. § 13.892 
Knowingly inducing or receiving dis- 
criminating payments. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec. 2, 
49 Stat. 1526; 15 U.S.C. 45, 13) [Cease and 
desist order, William S. Hansen doing busi- 
ness as A. Stucki Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., Docket 
C-1384, July 19, 1968] 


Consent order requiring a Pittsburgh, 
Pa., distributor of roller side bearings 
and other items of railroad equipment to 
cease paying illegal brokerage or secret 
rebates in the sale of its railroad specialty 
products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent William 
S. Hansen, an individual, doing business 
as A. Stucki Co., and his agents, repre- 
sentatives, or employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the sale of railroad 
car roller side bearings, individual com- 
ponent parts of such side bearings, and 
side-bearing wedges and wear plates in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Clayton Act, as amended, do forth- 
with cease and desist from: 

Paying, granting, or allowing, directly 
or indirectly, to any buyer, or to anyone 
acting for or in behalf of, or who is sub- 
ject to the direct or indirect control of, 
such buyer, anything of value as a 
commission, brokerage, or other com- 
pensation, or any allowance or discount 
in lieu thereof, in connection with the 
sale of said products to such buyer for its 
own account. 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
Wiliam S. Hansen, an individual, and his 
agents, representatives, or employees, di- 
rectly or through any corporate or other 
device, in connection with the sale of rail- 
road car roller side bearings, individual 
component parts of such side bearings, 
and side bearing wedges and wear plates 
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for, or in behalf of, any 
railroad, anything of value as a secret or 
confidential refund, rebate, discount, or 
allowance, in connection with the sale of 
said products to such railroad, or in con- 
nection with the sale of said products to 
any other buyer for use in the construc- 
tion, conversion, or repair of railroad 
cars for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for, or in behalf of, 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
refund, rebate, discount, or allowance, 
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in order to induce such railroad to in- 
fluence railroad car builders to purchase, 
or contract to purchase said products, 
unless such refunds, rebates, discounts, 
or allowances are defensible under sub- 
sections (a) or (b) of section 2 of the 
Clayton Act, as amended. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon him of this or- 
der, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which he has com- 
plied with this order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JosEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10970; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C-1386] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


LaBelle Fur Co., Inc. and 
Morris Labellman 


Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis- 
leadingly: § 13.30 Composition of goods: 
13.30.30 Fur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.73 Formal regulatory and statutory 
requirements: 13.73-10 Fur Products 
Labeling Act; § 13.235 Source or origin: 
13.235-50 Maker or seller, etc.: 13.235- 
50(a) Fur Products Labeling Act. Sub- 
part—Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: 
13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act. 
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-30 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 
Formal regulatory and statutory require- 
ments: 13.1212-30 Fur Products Label- 
ing Act. Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 
§ 13.1845 Composition: 13.1845-30 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1852 Formal 
regulatory and statutory requirements: 
13.1852-35 Fur Products Labeling Act. 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec. 
8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease"and 
desist order, LaBelle Fur Co., Inc., et al., Or- 
lando, Fla., Docket C-—1386,-July 22, 1968] 


In the Matter of LaBelle Fur Co., Inc., 
a Corporation, and Morris LaBell- 
man, Individually and as an Officer 
of Said Corporation 


Consent order requiring a retail furrier 
of Orlando, Fla., to cease misbranding, 
falsely invoicing, and deceptively adver- 
tising its fur products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents LaBelle 
Fur Co., Inc., a corporation, and its of- 
ficers, and Morris LaBellman, individ- 
ually and as an officer of said corpora- 
tion, and respondents’ representatives, 
agents, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
connection with the introduction into 
commerce, or the sale, advertising, or of- 
fering for sale in commerce, or the trans- 
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portation or distribution in commerce, 
of any fur product; or in connection with 
the sale, advertising, offering for sale, 
transportation, or distribution, of any 
fur product which is made in whole or 
in part of fur which has been shipped 
and received in commerce, as the terms 
“commerce,” “fur,” and “fur product” 
are defined in the Fur Products Labeling 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

A. Misbranding any fur product by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively labeling or 
otherwise falsely or deceptively identi- 
fying such fur product as to the name 
or designation of the animal or animals 
that produced the fur contained in the 
fur product. 

2. Failing to affix a label to such fur 
product showing in words and in figures 
plainly legible all the information re- 
quired to be disclosed by each of the sub- 
sections of section 4(2) of the Fur Prod- 
ucts Labeling Act. 

3. Setting forth information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and the rules and regula- 
tions promulgated thereunder in abbre- 
viated form on a label affixed to such fur 
product. 

4. Failing to set forth the term “Per- 
sian Lamb” on a label in the manner 
required where an election is made to use 
that term instead of the word “Lamb.” 

5. Failing to set forth the term “Dyed 
Broadtail-processed Lamb” on a label in 
the manner required where an election is 
made to use that term in lieu of the term 
“Dyed Lamb.” 

6. Failing to set forth the term 
“natural” as part of the information re- 
quired to be disclosed on a label under 
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the 
rules and regulations promulgated there- 
under to describe such fur product which 
is not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, 
or otherwise artificially colored. 

7. Setting forth information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and the rules and regula- 
tions promulgated thereunder in hand- 
writing on a label affixed to such fur 
product. 

8. Failing to set forth information re- 
quired under section 4(2) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder on 
a label in the sequence required by Rule 
30 of the aforesaid rules and regulations. 

9. Failing to set forth on a label the 
item number or mark assigned to such 
fur product. 

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing any 
fur product by: 

1. Failing to furnish an invoice, as 
the term “invoice” is defined in the Fur 
Products Labeling Act, showing in words 
and figures plainly legible all the infor- 
mation required to be disclosed by each 
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of 
the Fur Products Labeling Act. 

2. Setting forth information required 
under section 5(b)(1) of the Fur Prod- 
ucts Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder in 
abbreviated form. 

3. Failing to set forth the term “nat- 
ural” as part of the information re- 
quired to be disclosed on an invoice under 
the Pur Products Labeling Act and rules 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—-WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1968 





12840 


and regulations promulgated thereunder 
to describe such fur product which is not 
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or 
otherwise artificially colored. 

4. Failing to set forth on an invoice 
the item number or mark assigned to 
such fur product. 

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
any fur product through the use of any 
advertisement, representation, public 
announcement or notice which is in- 
tended to aid, promote or assist, directly 
or indirectly, in the sale, or offering for 
sale of any such fur product, and which: 

1. Fails to set forth in words and 
figures plainly legible all the informa- 
tion required to be disclosed by each of 
the subsections of section 5(a) of the 
Fur Products Labeling Act. 

2. Represents, directly or by-implica- 
tion, through such words and phrases as 
“LaBelle’s factory makes its furs, you 
save the middleman’s profit” or words 
and phrases of similar import and mean- 
ing, or in any other manner, that re- 
spondents perform the functions of a 
factory or otherwise process or manu- 
facture fur products sold or offered for 
sale by them, unless and until respond- 
ents own and operate or directly and 
absolutely control the factory or other 
establishment wherein such fur prod- 
ucts thus represented are manufactured. 

3. Falsely or deceptively represents, 
that savings are afforded to the pur- 
chaser of any such fur product or mis- 
represents in any manner the amount of 
savings afforded to the purchaser of such 
fur product. 

4. Represents, directly or by implica- 
tion, that such fur product is guaranteed 
without clearly and conspicuously dis- 
closing the nature and extent of the 
guarantee and the manner and form in 
which the guarantor would perfdrm 
thereunder. 

5. Fails to set forth the term “Dyed 
Broadtail-processed Lamb” in the man- 
ner required where an election is made 
to use that term instead of the words 
“Dyed Lamb.” 

6. Fails to set forth the term 
“natural” as part of the information re- 
quired to be disclosed in advertisements 
under the Fur Products Labeling Act and 
the rules and regulations promulgated 
thereunder to describe such fur product 
which is not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip- 
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored. 

D. Failing to maintain full and ade- 
quate records disclosing the facts upon 
which pricing claims and representa- 
tions of the types described in subsec- 
tions (a), (b), (c), and (d) of Rule 44 
of the rules and regulations promulgated 
under the Fur Products Labeling Act, 
are based. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondent corporation shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
its operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon them cf this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
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manner and form in which they have 
complied with this order. 


Issued: July 22, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10971; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C-1381] 


PART 13—-PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Morton Manufacturing Co. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price 
under sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or 
acceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.822 
Lowered price to buyers. Subpart—Dis- 
criminating in price under section 5, FTC 
Act: § 13.892 Knowingly inducing or re- 
ceiving discriminating payments. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec. 
2, 49 Stat. 1526; 15 U.S.C. 45, 13) [Cease and 
desist order, Morton Manufacturing Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill., Docket C-1381, July 19, 1968.] 


Consent order requiring a Chicago, IIl., 
manufacturer of locomotive footboards, 
freight car running boards, and other 
railroad equipment to cease paying illegal 
brokerage in secret rebates in the sale of 
its railroad specialty products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Morton 
Manufacturing Co., a corporation, and 
its officers, agents, representatives, or 
employees, directly or through any cor- 
porate or other device, in connection 
with the sale of locomotive footboards, 
freight car running boards, cross-over 
steps and brakeman’s steps, passenger 
car doors, and vestibule diaphragms, or 
any other railroad specialty products in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Clayton Act, as amended, do forth- 
with cease and desist from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any buyer, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of, or 
who is subject to the direct or indirect 
control of, such buyer, anything of value 
as a commission, brokerage, or other 
compensation, or any allowance or dis- 
count in lieu thereof, in connection with 
the sale of said products to such buyer 
for his own account. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of, or 
who is subject to the direct or indirect 
control of, any railroad, anything of 
value as a commission, brokerage, or 
other compensation, or any allowance or 
discount in lieu thereof, in connection 
with the sale of said products to such 
railroad, or in connection with the sale 
of said products to any other buyer for 
use in the construction, conversion, or 
repair of railroad cars for such railroad. 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
Morton Manufacturing Co., a corpora- 


tion, and its officers, agents, representa- 
tives, or employees, directly or through 
any corporate or other device, in con- 
nection with the sale of locomotive foot- 
boards, freight car running boards, 
cross-over steps and brakeman’s steps, 
passenger car doors, and vestibule dia- 
phragms, or any other railroad specialty 
products in commerce, as “commerce” is 
defined in the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for, or in behalf of, 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
secret or confidential refund, rebate, 
discount, or allowance, in connection 
with the sale of said products to such 
railroad, or in connection with the sale 
of said products to any other buyer for 
use in the construction, conversion, or 
repair of railroad cars for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for, or in behalf of, 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
refund, rebate, discount, or allowance 
in order to induce such railroad to in- 
fluence railroad car builders to pur- 
chase, or contract to purchase, said 
products, unless such refunds, rebates, 
discounts, or allowances are defensible 
under subsections (a) or (b) of the 
Clayton Act, as amended. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent corporation shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
its operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent herein shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon it of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which it has com- 
plied with this order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10972; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C-—1383] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Standard Car Truck Co. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price un- 

der section 5, Federal Trade Commission 
Act: § 13.892 Knowingly inducing or 
receiving discriminating payments. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Standard 
Car Truck Co., Chicago, Ill., Docket C-—1383, 
July 19, 1968] 


Consent order requiring a Chicago, IIl., 
distributor of stabilizing and shock ab- 
sorbing devices for railroad cars to cease 
paying secret or confidential rebates in 
the sale of its railroad specialty equip- 
ment. 
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The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Stand- 
ard Car Truck Co., a corporation, and its 
officers, agents, representatives, or em- 
ployees, directly or through any corpo- 
rate or other device, in connection with 
the sale of railroad freight car and ca- 
boose stabilizing and shock cushioning 
devices or any other railroad specialty 
products, in commerce, as “commerce” 
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
secret or confidential rebate, discount, 
or allowance in connection with the sale 
of said products to such railroad, or in 
connection with the sale of said products 
to any other buyer for use in the con- 
struction, conversion, or repair of rail- 
road cars for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
refund, rebate, discount, or allowance, 
in order to induce such railroad to in- 
fluence railroad car builders to pur- 
chase, or contract to purchase said 
products, unless such refunds, rebates, 
discounts, or allowances are defensible 
under subsections (a) or (b) of section 
2 of the Clayton Act, as amended. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent corporation shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
its operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent herein shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon it of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which it has com- 
plied with this order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10973; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C—1380] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


W. H. Miner, Inc. 


Subpart—Discriminating in price un- 
der section 5, Federal Trade Commission 
Act: § 13.892 Knowingly inducing or 
receiving discriminating payments. 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, W. H. 
Miner, Inc., Chicago, Ill., Docket C—1380, July 
19, 1968] 


Consent order requiring a Chicago, Ill., 
distributor of draft gears, hand brakes, 
and other railroad equipment to cease 
paying secret or confidential rebates in 
the sale of its railroad specialty products. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent W. H. 
Miner, Inc., a corporation, and its offi- 
cers, agents, representatives, or employ- 
ees, directly or through any corporate 
or other device, in connection with the 
sale of railroad car draft gears, hand 
brakes, or any other railroad specialty 
products, in commerce, as “commerce” 
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 

(1) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for or in behalf of 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
secret or confidential rebate, discount, or 
allowance in connection with the sale of 
said products to such railroad, or in con- 
nection with the sale of said products to 
any other buyer for use in the construc? 
tion, conversion, or repair of railroad cars 
for such railroad. 

(2) Paying, granting, or allowing, 
directly or indirectly, to any railroad, or 
to anyone acting for, or in behalf of, 
any railroad, anything of value as a 
refund, rebate, discount, or allowance, 
in order to induce such railroad to in- 
fluence railroad car builders to pur- 
chase, or contract to purchase said 
products, unless such refunds, rebates, 
discounts, or allowances are defensible 
under subsections (a) or (b) of section 
2 of the Clayton Act, as amended. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent corporation shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
its operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the 
respondent herein shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon it of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which it has com- 
plied with this order. 


Issued: July 19, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10974; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 23—HIGHWAYS AND 
VEHICLES 


Chapter Il—Vehicle and Highway 
Safety 


PART 255—INITIAL FEDERAL MOTOR 
VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS 


Passenger Cars; New Pneumatic Tires 
and Tire Selection and Rims 


Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Stand- 
ard No. 109 (32 F.R. 15792), as amended 
(32 F.R. 17938 and 33 F.R. 5944), specifies 
tire dimensions and laboratory test re- 
quirements for bead unseating resist- 
ance, strength, endurance, and high 
speed performance; defines tire load rat- 
ings; and specifies labeling requirements 
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for new pneumatic tires for use on pas- 
senger cars manufactured after 1948. 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 110 
(32 F.R. 15798) as amended (33 F.R. 
5949) specifies tire selection and rim re- 
quirements to prevent tire overloading. 

Tables I-A through I-J of Standard 
No. 109 list various tire types and sizes 
with proper load and inflation values. 

Standard No. 109 is being amended to 
designate Tables I-A through I-J as ap- 
pendix A of Standard No. 109. 

In addition, Table I-H is being 
amended by adding additional tire size 
designations. 

Table II of Standard No. 110 is a list 
of alternative rims for tire and rim com- 
binations that are not contained in any 
reference in S3 of Standard No. 109. 

Standard No. 110 is being amended 
to designate Table II as Appendix A of 
Standard No. 110. 

In addition, Table II is being amended 
by adding, as alternative rims for tire 
size 8.55 x 15, rim sizes 542-JK, 512-JJ, 
and 5'%4-J; F70-14, rim size 7JJ; and 
G70-14, rim size TJJ. 

Additionally, guidelines by which per- 
sons requesting routine additions to Ap- 
pendix A of Standard No. 109 and Ap- 
pendix A of Standard No. 110, are set 
forth as introductory language to both 
appendices. The guidelines provide an 
abbreviated rule making procedure for 
adding tire sizes to Standard No. 109, 
whereby the addition becomes effective 
30 days from date of publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER if no comments are re- 
ceived. If comments objecting to the 
amendment warrant, the Administration 
will provide for additional rule making 
pursuant to the rule making procedures 
for Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (23 
CFR Part 216). 

Since these amendments provide an 
alternative means of compliance, relieve 
restrictions, and impose no additional 
burdens on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the Administrator finds, for good cause 
shown, that no preparatory period is 
needed to effect compliance and it is in 
the public interest to make the amend- 
ments effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
§ 255.21 of Part 255, Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standards, Standard No. 
109 (32 F.R. 15792), a: amended (32 F.R. 
17938 and 33 F.R. 5944), and Standard 
No. 110 (32 F.R. 15798), as amended (33 
F.R. 5949), are amended effective this 
date as set forth below. 


(Secs. 103, 119, National Traffic and Motor 
Vehicle Safety Act of 1966; 15 U.S.C. 1392, 
1407; the delegation from the Secretary of 
Transportaiion, Part I of the Regulations of 
the Office of the Secretary; 49 CFR § 1.4(c) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., 
September 5, 1968. 


LOWELL K. BRIDWELL, 
Federal Highway Administrator. 


MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARD No. 109, 
NEw PNEUMATIC 'TIRES—PASSENGER 
Cars 


Tables I-A through I-J of Standard 
No. 109, as amended (33 F.R. 5946-5949) 


on 
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are deleted and in their places the fol- 
lowing is inserted: 

Appendix A—Federal Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 109. 

The following tables list tire sizes and 
tire constructions with proper load and 
inflation values. The tables group tires 
of related constructions and load/infla- 
tion values. Persons requesting the addi- 
tion of new tire sizes to the tables or the 
addition of tables for new tire construc- 
tions may, when the additions requested 
are compatible with existent groupings, 
or when adequate justification for new 
tables exists, submit five (5) copies of 
information and data supporting the 
request to the Secretary of Transporta- 
tion, Attention: Motor Vehicle Safety 
Performance Service, National Highway 
Safety Bureau, Federal Highway Admin- 
istration, U.S. Department of Transpor- 
tation, Washington, D.C. 20591. 

The information should contain but 
not be limited to the following: 

1. The tire size designation and 
whether the tire is an addition to a cate- 
gory of tires listed in the tables, or a 
new category for which a table has not 
been developed. 

2. The tire dimensions, including 
aspect ratio, size factor, section width, 
overall width and test rim size. 

3. The load—inflation schedule of the 
tire. 

4. A statement to the effect that 
the tire size designation and load infla- 
tion schedule has been coordinated with 
an organization such as T. & R. A,, 
E.T.R.T.O., S.M.M.T., J.A.T.M.A., whose 
purpose is to standardize tire and rim 
sizes. 

5 Copies of test data sheets showing 
test conditions, results and .conclusions 
obtained for individual tests specified in 
FMVSS No. 109. 

6. Justification for the additional tire 
sizes. 

The addition of new size tires to the 
tables, or the addition of tables for new 
tire construction, is accomplished 
through an abbreviated procedure con- 
sisting of the publication in the FEDERAL 
REGIsTER of the petitioned tire sizes or 
tables. If no comments are received, the 
amendment becomes effective after 30 
days from the date of publication. If 
comments objecting to amendment are 
received, additional rule making pur- 
suant to Part 216 of the procedural rules 
for Motor Vehicle Safety Standards will 
be considered. 

Amendments to Appendix—A of Stand- 
ard No. 169 and Appendix—A of Standard 
No. 110 may be issued by the Director of 
the Motor Vehicle Safety Performance 
Service, National Highway Safety Bu- 
reau. 


MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARD No. 110 
TrrE SELECTION AND RIMS—PASSENGER 
Cars 


1. $4.4.1 of Standard No. 110 (33 F.R. 
5949) is amended as follows: 

$44.1 Requirements. Each rim shall: 

(a) Be constructed to the dimensions 
of a rim specified for the applicable tire’s 
size designation in a reference cited in 
the definition of test rim in S3 of Motor 


FEDERAL REGISTER, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109. Ap- 
proved alternative size rims, not cited in 
S3 of Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 
109 are listed in Table I of Appendix A of 
Standard No. 110. 

(b) In the event of rapid loss of infla- 
tion pressure with the vehicle traveling 
in a straight line at a speed of 60 miles 
per hour, retain the deflated tire until 
the vehicle can be stopped with a con- 
trolled braking application. 

2. Table II of Standard No. 110 (33 F.R. 
5950) is deleted and in its place the fol- 
lowing is inserted: 


Appendix A—Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 110. 

The following table lists alternative size 
rims for tire and rim combinations not con- 
tained in any reference in S3 of Standard 
No. 109. 

Persons requesting the addition of alterna- 
tive tire rims to Appendix A should submit 
five (5) copies of information and data sup- 
porting the request to the Secretary of Trans- 
portation, Attention: Motor Vehicle Safety 
Performance Service, National Highway 
Safety Bureau, Federal Highway Administra- 
tion, U.S. Department of Transportation, 
Washington, D.C. 20591. 

The information should contain but not be 
limited to the following: 

A statement that the additional rim size 
requested has been tested in accordance with 
the requirements of Standards No. 109 and 
No. 110, except for the requirements of 
$4.2.2.2 of Standard No. 109, and meets the 
requirements of the standards. If the request 
complies with this requirement, additional 
rim sizes will be added to the table. 


FMVSS No. 110 
APPENDIX A, TABLE II 
(Alternative Rims) 


Tire Size Rim? 

640-15 -... 44%4-JK, 414-J, 444-K, 4.50 E, 
4J, 5.00E, 5—J, 5-K, 5—JE, 
54-J. 

7.00-15 -... 5.00F,5—K. 

8.25-15 -... 6—JK, 6-K, 6-L. 

8.55-15 .... 6—JK, 6-K, 6-L, 514-JK, 5%4- 
JJ, 5%-K, 

8.90-15 -... 6%4-L, 6—JK, 6—JJ, 7-L. 

D70-13 _--_-. 514-JEK, 5%2-JJ, 54%4-J, 54%4-K. 

F70-14 ____. 7JJ. 

G70-14 .... T7JJ. 

§.0-16 ~-... 4J, 3.50B, 3.50D, 314J, 4.00C. 

RID ceecisiens 4J, 31443, 3.50D, 444 J. 

B78-14 ____. 44%,-JJ, 2%-J, 44-K, 5-JJ, 
5-J, 5-K 

C78-14 ____. 5-JJ, 5-J, ‘5-K, 44%4-JJ, 44%4-J, 
544-J, 6-JJ, 6-JK. 

D78-14 __--. 5-—JJ, 5-J, 5-K. 

E78-14 __.-. 5%-JK, 514-JJ, 54%4-J, 5144-K, 
44%,-JJ, 4%-J, 5JJ, 5-J, 
5-K, 6144-JK. 

P78-14 ___.. 51%4-JJ, 544-JK, 54%-J, 51%4-K, 


5-JJ, 5-J, 5-K, 6-JK, 6-JJ, 
6-K, 6%4-JK, 614-JJ. 

G78-14 _... 6-JJ, 6-JK, 6-K, 5-JJ, 5-J, 
5%4-JK, 514-JJ, 5%4-J, 514- 
K. 


H78-14 .... 6-JK, 6-JJ, 6-K, 5%-JK, 614- 
JK, 6%4-JJ, 644-K. 

376-14 _.... 6-JK, 6-JJ, 6-K, 6%-JK, 
6%4-JJ. 

C78-15 ~..-. 5-JJ, 5-J, 5-K, 4%-JJ, 44%4-J 
44%-K 

D78-15 -.... 5-JJ, 5-J, 5-K 

E78-15 -..-. 5-JJ, 5-J, 5-K, 44%4-K, 5%4- 
JK, 5%-JJ, 5%-J, 5%-K, 
6-JK, 6-JJ. 

F78-15 --.-- 5%-JK, 5%4-JJ, 54%4-J, 5%4-K, 


4¥4-K, 5—JJ, 5-J, “6-K, 6—JK, 
6—JJ. 
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Tire Size Rim? 

G78-15 _-__- 54%4-JK, 54%2-JJ, 54%4-J, 514-K, 
5-—JJ, 5—J, 5-K, 6-JK, 6—JJ, 
6-K, 6-L. 

276-16........ 6-JK, 6-JJ, 6-K, 6-L, 514-JK, 
514-JJ, 514-K, 614-K. 

J78-15_-__-- 6-JK, 6-JJ, 6-K, 6-L, 614-JK, 
614-K. 

BIO MER access 6-JK, 6-JJ, 6-K, 6-L, 614-JK, 


64%-JJ. 
1 Italic denotes test rims. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10959; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 383—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 


Chapter I—Veterans Administration 


PART 14—LEGAL SERVICES, GENERAL 
COUNSEL 


Suits Involving Loan Guaranty 
Matters 


In § 14.515, paragraph (b) is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 14.515 Suits involving loan guaranty 
matters. 
a. 7 * = * 

(b) The General Counsel and each 
Chief Attorney representing the Gen- 
eral Counsel is the attorney of the Ad- 
ministrator of Veterans Affairs for all 
purposes of 38 U.S.C. 1820 and 5225 and 
as such is authorized to represent the 
Administrator in any court action, or 
other legal matter (including fore- 
closure, judicial, or nonjudicial) , arising 
under either of said statutory provisions. 
Said authorization is subject to any ap- 
plicable statutes and Executive orders 
concerning claims of the United States. 
A Chief Attorney may enter appearance 
in such cases, subject. to the provisions 
of § 36.4319 of this chapter and para- 
graph (a) of this section. Each Chief 
Attorney is authorized to contract for the 
employment of attorneys on a fee basis 
for conducting any action arising under 
guaranty or insurance of loans or direct 
loans by the Veterans Administration; or 
for examination and other proper serv- 
ices with respect to title to and liens on 
real and personal property, material in- 
cident to such activities of the Veterans 
Administration, when such employment 
is deemed by him to be appropriate. 

The authority delegated to the Chief 
Attorney may, with the approval of the 
General Counsel be redelegated. 

a * + > * 
(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210) 

This VA regulation is effective the date 

of publication in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


Approved: September 5, 1968. 
By direction of the Administrator. 


[SEAL] A. W. STRATTON, 


Deputy Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10957; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 am.] 
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Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 12—Department of 
Transportation 
[OST Docket No. 19; Amdt. 12-1-1] 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 


The purpose of the following amend- 
ments is to revise the wording of § 12- 
1.006-1 and to add two new Subparts and 
one new Part to the Department’s Pro- 
curement regulations. 

Since these amendments relate to De- 
partmental management, procedures and 
practices, notice and public procedure 
thereon is unnecessary. 

These amendments are made under 
authority of section 205(c) of the Fed- 
eral Property and Administrative Serv- 
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 486(c)) and 
the Armed Services Procurement Act (10 
U.S.C. Chapter 137). 

In consideration of the foregoing, Title 
41 of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended by revising § 12—-1.006 te read 
as follows and by adding the following 
new Subpart 12-1.3—General Policies, 
new Part 12-2.—Procurement by Formal 
Advertising, and by adding the following 
new Subpart 12-1.7—Small Business 
Concerns, effective November 1, 1968. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 
19, 1968. 
Aan L. DEAN, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


PART 12—1—GENERAL 


Section 12-1.066-1 is 
follows: 


§ 12—-1.006-1 Code arrangement. 


Department of Transportation Pro- 
curement Regulations which implement, 
supplement, or deviate from the Federal 
Procurement Regulations, Chapter 1 of 
Title 41 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, and have an impact upon the pub- 
lic, will be published as Chapter 12 of 
Title 41, Code of Federal Regulations. 


Subpart 12—1.3—General Policies 


12-1.301 
12-1.301-1 
12-1.307 
12-1.307-5 


revised as 


Methods of procurement. 

Competition. 

Purchase descriptions. 

Limitations on use of “brand 
name or equal” purchase de- 
scriptions. 


12-1.310 Responsible prospective contrac- 
tor. 


12-1.310-4 
12-1.310-6 
12-1.313 
12-1.315 


General policy. 

Determination of responsibility. 

Records of contract actions. 

Use of liquidated damages pro- 
visions in procurement con- 
tracts. 

Policy. y 

Contracting officer’s decision un- 
der a Disputes clause. 

Contract number prefixes. 


12-1.315-2 
12-1.318-1 


12-1.350 


Subpart 12—1.7—Small Business Concerns 


12-1.704 Agency program direction and 
operation. 
12-1.704-1 Small business assistance officer. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Sec. 
12—1.704-2 


Small business specialists. 
12-1.750 


Procurement set-asides for small 
business when an SBA repre- 
sentative is not available. 

General. 

Review of set-aside recommenda- 
tions initiated by small busi- 
ness specialists. 

Withdrawals or modification of 
set-asides. 

12-1.750-4 Contracting authority. 


AvuTHorITY: The provisions of these Sub- 
parts 12—-1.3 and 12-1.7 issued under section 
205(c) of the Federal Property and Admin- 
istrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 486 
(c)) and the Armed Services Procurement 
Act, 10 U.S.C. Chapter 137. 


Subpart 12—1.3—General Policies 
§ 12-1.301 Methods of procurement. 
§ 12-1.301-1 ~ Competition. 


(a) Consideration shall be given to the 
breakout of component items (including 
services) of an end product for separate 
procurement whenever the possibility 
exists that such breakout would be both 
economical and practicable. 

(b) Breakout decisions will be based 
largely on the degree and significance of 
the probable risks to quality, perform- 
ance, reliability, timely delivery of the 
end item, and on the estimated overall 
cost savings. The following factors should 
be considered in determining whether to 
procure component items of an end 
product separately: 

(1) In the case of sole source procure- 
ment of the end product, whether there 
is another source capable of supplying 
the component. 

(2) Whether breakout will result in 
significant net cost savings. 

(3) Whether breakout would cause 
over-fragmentation of the end item, and 
thereby materially impede administra- 
tion and performance of the end item 
contract and identification of the cause 
of any end item failure. 


(4) Whether the design of the com- 
ponent (and the design of the end item 
insofar as it will affect the component) 
is sufficiently stable that further design 
or engineering effort by the end item 
contractor in respect to the component is 
unlikely to be required. 

(5) Whether any problems of qual- 
ity control and reliability of the com- 
ponent can be resolved without requiring 
effort by the end item contractor. 

(6) Whether breakout can be accom- 
plished without jeopardizing delivery re- 
quirements of the end item. 


(c) Support parts which are to be 
stocked as separate items should be con- 
sidered for separate procurement, as 
should such required services as installa- 
tion services or contractor-conducted 
instruction courses. Component items of 
an equipment system (such as common 
test equipment) which are to be physi- 
cally separate from the basic equipment 
and which will require no modification 
or installation as an integral part of a 
more complex system or component, 
shall be procured separately unless sep- 
arate procurement is found to be not 
economical or practicable. 


12-1,750-1 
12-1.750-2 


12-1.750-3 
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§ 12-1.307 Purchase descriptions. 


§ 12-1.307-5 Limitation on use of 
“brand name or equal” purchase de- 
scriptions. 


Purchase descriptions containing the 
phrase “or equal” shall not be used as a 
device to grant an advantage to particu- 
lar manufacturers by favoring one prod- 
uct over other products, or to substan- 
tiate a determination that no other man- 
ufacturer’s products are equal in quality 
and performance to the products specifi- 
cally named. Where a proper determina- 
tion has been made that only one sup- 
plier can furinsh the required item or 
items, the procurement will be accom- 
plished by negotiation in accordance with 
PPR Part 1-3. 


§ 12-1.310 Responsible prospective con- 
tractor. 


§ 12-1.310-4 General policy. 


Purchases shall be made from, and 
contracts shall be awarded to responsible 
prospective contractors only. A responsi- 
ble prospective contractor is one who 
meets the standards set forth in FPR 1- 
1.310-5 and such special standards as 
may be prescribed in the solicitation. A 
prospective contractor must demonstrate 
affirmatively his responsibility, including 
when necessary, that of his proposed sub- 
contractors. The contracting officer shall 
make a determination of nonresponsibil- 
ity if, after compliance with FPR 1- 
1.310-7, 1-1.310-8, 1-1.310-9, and 1-1.- 
310-11, the information thus obtained 
does not indicate clearly that the pro- 
spective contractor is responsible. Recent 
unsatisfactory performance, in either 
quality or timeliness of delivery, whether 
or not default proceedings were insti- 
tuted, is an example of a problem which 
the contracting officer must consider and 
resolve as to its impact on the current 
procurement prior to making an affirma- 
tive determination of responsibility. 
Doubt as to productive capacity or finan- 
cial strength which cannot be resolved 
affirmatively shall require a determina- 
tion of nonresponsibility. 


§ 12-1.310-6 Determination of respon- 
sibility. 

(a) Except as provided in (c) below, 
the determination of responsibility re- 
quired under FPR 1-1.310-6 shall be in 
writing and signed by the contracting 
officer. Where an otherwise acceptable 
bid or offer is to be rejected because 
the prospective contractor is deter- 
mined not to be responsible, a written 
determination to this effect shall be 
signed by the contracting officer before 
notice of the rejection is furnished the 
prospective contractor and the contract 
awarded to another. 

(b) In either case, the determination 
shall contain findings sufficient to sup- 
port the determination, and shall in- 
clude as attachments any supporting 
documentation such as preaward survey 
reports or SBA certificates of compe- 
tency. Where the determination of re- 
sponsibility is based upon an SBA cer- 
tificate of responsibility, the written 
determination of responsibility shall not 
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be directed toward the factors covered by 
the certificate of responsibility, but shall 
incorporate the certificate by reference. 

(c) Written determinations need not 
be made in the case of: 

(1) Contracts not in excess of $10,000, 
except that written determinations of 
responsibility shall be made with respect 
to all contracts the primary purpose of 
which is research; 

(2) Contracts for perishable subsis- 
tence supplies available for immediate 
shipment; 

(3) Orders under the Federal Supply 
Schedule; 

(4) Contracts with foreign, State, or 
local governments, or their instrumen- 
talities; 

(5) Agreements with other Federal 
agencies; and 

(6) Contracts with National Industries 
for the Blind. 


§ 12-1.313 Records of contract actions. 


(a) In compliance with the require- 
ments of FPR 1-1.313, each procurement 
office shall maintain for each procure- 
ment costing $2,500 or more a contract 
file containing a comprehensive record 
of all preaward and postaward actions 
and other data. Adherence to this policy 
will require the assembly of either the 
original or a copy of all documents per- 
taining to the procurement in a file con- 
sisting of one or more folders. It will 
also require documentation for the rec- 
ord of all understandings, oral agree- 
ments and any other facts or information 
pertinent to the transaction. It is left to 
the discretion of the procurement official 
to determine the manner in which un- 
written matters are documented. How- 
ever, it would be expected, for example, 
that those of a complex nature would 
be carefully documented by typewritten 
“memorandum for the record,” while 
routine data might be recorded by a 
handwritten notation in the file. Photo- 
graphs should be employed wherever they 
will serve to effectively document perti- 
nent contract matters. Records of pur- 
chases costing less than $2,500 shall be 
maintained in accordance with the re- 
quirements of FPR Subpart 1-3.6. 

(b) Complete documentation will per- 
mit ready construction of all of the stages 
of the transaction in order to: 

(1) Support actions taken by various 
personnel in the procurement cycle; 

(2) Provide information for internal 
management review, and for reviews by 
the General Accounting Office; 

(3) Supply data for use in preparing 
replies to legitimate inquiries; and 

(4) Furnish essential facts in the 
event of litigation. 


§ 12-1.315 Use of liquidated damages 


provisions in procurement contracts. 


§ 12-1.315-2 Policy. 


(a) Criteria for use. (1) In proposed 
contracts involving an item where only a 
portion of the quantity ordered is for 
immediate programs, and liquidated 
damages provisions are considered to be 
necessary, care shall be taken to have the 
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liquidated damages provisions apply 
only to the urgent quantity. 

(2) The use of liquidated damages 
provisions should never be construed as 
relieving procurement officials of the 
obligation of establishing realistic de- 
livery or performance schedules. Realis- 
tic delivery or performance schedules 
should be a prerequisite to the use of 
liquidated damages. 

(3) Liquidated damages 
generally should not be used: 

(i) In contracts for supplies or services 
required for routine administrative pur- 
poses; 

(ii) In contracts for standard com- 
mercial or “shelf items’”’; 

(iii) In any contract where time would 
permit the needs of the Department to be 
met by termination and reprocurement if 
the initial contractor defaults; 

(iv) In small purchases (under $2,500) ; 
and 

(v) In study, experimental, develop- 
ment, or research contracts including 
equipment contracts requiring develop- 
mental work. 

(4) Liquidated damages provisions are 
generally appropriate in construction 
contracts in accordance with the pro- 
visions of FPR 1-1.315-2(a). However in- 
clusion of liquidated damages provisions 
may be inappropriate in situations such 
as a construction contract consisting of 
repairs, alteration or improvements, 
where any delay in the completion would 
still permit the user to continue its 
normal function in an uninterrupted 
manner without resulting in added ex- 
pense to the Government. 

(b) Rate of assessment. (1) Contract- 
ing officers must assure that the rate of 
liquidated damages stipulated for a 
given contract is a reasonable forecast 
of the Government’s anticipated dam- 
ages. A fixed formula, based on percent- 
age of value, shall not be used to estab- 
lish the rate of damages. The minimum 
amount of liquidated damages should be 
based on the estimated cost of inspection 
and superintendence for each day of de- 
lay in completion. In addition, the fol- 
lowing factors are examples of matters 
to be considered in establishing the rate 
of damages: 

(i) The importance of the item in re- 
lation to the facility or project for which 
it is intended; 

(ii) The relative importance of the 
item to the facility or project in the over- 
all program of the Department; 

(iii) Interest on the Government’s in- 
vestment; 

(iv) Any rental of facilities necessi- 
tated by the delay in a construction com- 
pletion date; 

(v) Cost of additional. maintenance 
required on structures being replaced by 
contract items; and 

(vi) Any unusual damages that can 
be anticipated. 

(2) Unless it is clear that partial de- 
livery will proportionately reduce the ex- 
tent of probable damage, rates shall not 
be specified to be applicable to individual 
units of an item, but rather to quantities 
of an*item or to groups of items which 


provisions 
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are required for delivery or completion at 
the same time. Rates should generally be 
expressed in terms of even dollars per 
day of delay. 

(c) Enforcement. (1) Where liqui- 
dated damages provisions are used, they 
shall be strictly enforced. In making par- 
tial or progress payments, deductions for 
damages should be made on the basis 
of the actual number of days of delay 
multiplied by the rate. 


(d) Termination. (1) If the contract 
is terminated, the contractor remains 
liable for liquidated damages that have 
accrued. Moreover, on a default termina- 
tion liquidated damages continue to ac- 
crue even after default, until the Depart- 
ment can reasonably obtain delivery of 
the supplies or performance of the serv- 
ice. This is in addition to any other 
rights of the Government to damages 
under default provisions for the excess 
costs of reprocuring the supplies or serv- 
ices of the terminated contract. 


§ 12-1.318-1 Contracting officer’s de- 


cision under a Disputes clause. 


When a final decision of the contract- 
ing officer involves a dispute that is or 
may be subject to the Disputes Clause, 
a paragraph substantially the same as 
that set forth in FPR 1-1.318-1(a) shall 
be included in the decision with the title 
“Secretary of Transportation” inserted 
in the blank space in the paragraph. The 
decision shall also contain the following 
paragraph: 


The Department of Transportation Con- 
tract Appeals Board is the authorized repre- 
sentative of the Secretary in hearing, con- 
sidering, and deciding such appeals. The rules 
of the Department of Transportation Con- 
tract Appeals Board are set forth in the 
Code of Federal Regulations (41 CFR 12-60 
et seq.). 


§ 12-1.350 Contract number prefixes. 


(a) All contracts, exclusive of purchase 
orders, issued by the Department will be 
identified by a number or combination 
of letters and numbers. This will be pre- 
fixed by the appropriate symbols from 
the list below: 


Office of the Secretary—-DOT-OS. 


National Transportation Safety Board—DOT- 
SB. 


U.S. Coast Guard—DOT-CG. 

Federal Railroad Administration—DOT-FR. 

Federal Aviation Administration—DOT-FA. 

St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corpora- 
tion—DOT-SL. 

Federal Highway Administration—DOT-FH. 

Urban Mass Transportation Administration— 
DOT-UT. 


(b) Identifying contract numbers and 
letters, other than the prefixes specified 
in (a) above, will be established by each 

~component of the Department. To the 

extent the prescribed prefixes interfere 
with established control systems, they 
may be omitted on purely internal ac- 
tions. 

(c) When contracts are entered into 
by one component for another pursuant 
to a cross-servicing agreement, the con- 
tract number prefix will be that of the 
component for which the contract was 

prepared. 
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Subpart 12-1.7—Small Business 
Concerns 


§ 12-1.704 Agency program direction 
and operation. 


Each administration of the Depart- 
ment will establish and maintain a 
strong and viable small business pro- 
gram, designed to further the small busi- 
ness policies as set forth in FPR 1-1.702. 


§ 12—-1.704—1 Small business assistance 
officer. 


Each administration, except NTSB, 
will designate an individual as the ad- 
ministration’s small business assistance 
officer. The small business assistance offi- 
cer will be responsible, either on a full 
time basis or as a collateral duty, for the 
establishment, implementation and exe- 
cution of the small business program of 
his administration. He will be the central 
point of contact within his administra- 
tion for inquiries concerning the small 
business program such as from industry, 
the Small Business Administration 
(SBA), the Congress or the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation. His duties 
shall include developing a plan af op- 
eration to increase the share of con- 
tracts awarded to small business by his 
administration. 


§ 12—1.704—-2 Small business specialists. 


(a) A small business specialist shall 
be appointed by name, in writing, for 
each procurement office, to operate on 
either a full time or collateral duty basis. 
Only those individuals possessing the 
necessary business acumen, knowledge of 
the Department’s procurement policies 
and procedures, training and background 
to accomplish effectively the objectives 
of the small business program shall be 
considered for appointment. In any in- 
stance where the duty of a small business 
speCialist is on a part-time basis, the ap- 
pointment shall clearly indicate that the 
part-time nature of the assignment shall 
in no way relieve the individual from 
full responsibility for effectively accom- 
plishing the activity’s small business pro- 
gram requirements. 

(b) In larger offices, where practical, 
the small business specialist shall not be 
the contracting officer nor an individual 
under the supervision of the contracting 
officer. He shall be given the authority to 
exercise independent judgement in his 
areas of responsibility. In small offices 
the assignment of the small business spe- 
cialist should promote maximum effec- 
tiveness within the capabilities of the 
office. 

(c) The small business specialist ap- 
pointed pursuant to (a) above shall per- 
form such of the following duties as are 
determined by the administration to be 
appropriate for his procurement office: 

(1) Maintain a program designed to 
locate capable small business sources for 
current and future procurements; 

(2) Coordinate inquiries and requests 
for advice from small business concerns 
on procurement matters; 

(3) Review proposed solicitations for 
supplies and services, assuring that small 
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business concerns will be afforded an 
equitable opportunity to compete, and as 
appropriate initiating recommendations 
for small business set-asides; 

(4) Take action to assure the avail- 
ability of adequate specifications and 
drawings, when necessary, to obtain 
small business participation in a procure- 
ment; 

(5) Review proposed procurements for 
possible breakout of items suitable for 
procurement from small business con- 
cerns; 

(6) Advise small business concerns 
with respect to the financial assistance 
available under existing laws and regu- 
lations and assist such concerns in ap- 
plying for financial assistance; 

(7) Participate in determinations con- 
cerning the responsibility of a prospec- 
tive small business contractor; 

(8) Participate in the evaluation of a 
prime contractor’s small business sub- 
contracting program; 

(9) Assure that adequate records are 
maintained, and accurate reports pre- 
pared, concerning small business par- 
ticipation in the procurement program; 

(10) Make available to SBA copies of 
solicitations when so requested; and 

(11) Act as liaison between the con- 
tracting officer and the appropriate SBA 
office and representative in connection 
with set-asides, certificates of compe- 
tency, size classification and any other 
matter in which the small business pro- 
gram may be involved. 


§ 12-1.750 Procurement set-asides for 
small business when an SBA repre- 
sentative is not available. 


§ 12-1.750-1 General. 


If no SBA representative is available, 
the small business specialist shall initiate 
recommendations to the contracting of- 
ficer for a small business set-aside for an 
individual procurement or class of pro- 
curements or portion thereof. 


§ 12-1.750-2 Review of set-aside rec- 
ommendations initiated by small 
business specialists. 


When a small business specialist has 
recommended that all, or a portion, of an 
individual procurement or class of pro- 
curements be set aside for small business, 
the contracting officer shall promptly 
either (i) concur in the recommendation 
or (ii) disapprove the recommendation, 
stating in writing his reasons for disap- 
proval. If the contracting officer disap- 
proves the recommendation of a small 
business specialist, the small business 
specialist shall be afforded an opportu- 
nity to appeal to an official above the 
level of the contracting officer. The deci- 
sion of this official shall be final. 


§ 12—-1.750-3 Withdrawal or modifica- 


tion of set-asides. 


Withdrawals or modification of an in- 
dividual or class set-aside which was 
originally established upon the recom- 
mendation of the small business special- 
ist may be initiated by the contracting 
officer by giving notice, containing the 
reason therefor, to the small business 
specialist. If the small business specialist 
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does not agree to a withdrawal or modi- 
fication, the action may be appealed to 
an official above the level of the con- 
tracting officer, whose decision shall be 
final. 


§ 12—1.750—4 Contracting authority. 


For purposes of determining the ap- 
propriate contract authority, set-asides 
initiated by the small business specialist 
and concurred in by the contracting offi- 
cer shall be considered to be unilateral 
small business set-asides, and shall cite 
41 U.S.C. 252(c) (1) or 10 U.S.C. 2304(a) 
(1), as applicable. 


PART 12-2—PROCUREMENT BY 


FORMAL ADVERTISING 
Subpart 12—2.2—Solicitation of Bids 
c. 
12-2.202 Miscellaneous rules for solicita- 
tion of bids. 
12-2.202-1 ‘Bidding time. 
12-—2.205 Bidder’s mailing lists. 
12-2.205-5 Release of bidder’s mailing list. 


AvutHortIry: The provisions of this part 12- 
2 issued under section 205(c) of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949 (40 U.S.C. 486(c)) and the Armed Serv- 
ices Procurement Act, 10 U.S.C. Chapter 137. 


Subpart 12-2.2—Solicitation of Bids 


§ 12-2.202 Miscellaneous rules for solic- 
itation of bids. - 


§ 12-2.202-1 Bidding time. 


The minimum bidding times as set 
forth in FPR 1-2.202-1 are not less than 
15 calendar days when procuring stand- 
ard commercial articles and services and 
not less than 30 calendar days when 
procuring other than standard commer- 
cial articles and services. The minimum 
bidding times should not be construed 
also to be maximum or automatic bidding 
times. The bidding time permitted un- 
der each procurement should reflect the 
considered judgement of the contracting 
officer taking into account all of the facts 
surrounding the procurement, and recog- 
nizing that doubts should be resolved in 
favor of a longer rather than a shorter 
bidding time. If the bidding time for any 
procurement is reduced below the mini- 
mum periods of 15 or 30 days, as appli- 
cable, the reduction shall be fully justi- 
fied and documented in the contract file 
by the contracting officer. 


§ 12-2.205 Bidder’s mailing list. 


§ 12-2.205-5 Release of bidder’s mail- 
ing list. 

Except as provided in FPR 1-1.1003-4 
and 1-2.205-5(b), no information con- 
cerning the use of bidders mailing lists 
in a particular procurement, or identifi- 
cation of sources solicited shall be made 
available to the public prior to award. 
However, information as to sources solic- 
ited may be made available to other 
Government agencies, at their specific 
request, and upon the condition that the 
list will not be made available for inspec- 
tion prior to award to anyone outside the 
Government. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-10949; Piled, Sept. 10, 2968; 
8:47 a.m.] : 
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Title 47 —TELECOMMUNICATION 


Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 
[Docket No. 16778; FCC 68-912] 


PART 21—DOMESTIC PUBLIC RADIO 
SERVICES (OTHER THAN MARITIME 
MOBILE) 


Allocation of Presently Unassignable 
Spectrum by Adjustment of Certain 
of Band Edges 


In the matter of amendment of Part 21 
of the Commission’s rules with respect to 
the 150.8-162 Mc/s band to allocate pres- 
ently unassignable spectrum to the 
Domestic Public Land Mobile Radio 
Service by adjustment of certain of the 
band edges, Docket No. 16778. 

1. Before the Commission for consid- 

eration are: (1) “Petition for a Stay 
Pending Review” filed on August 28, 1968, 
by Radio Relay Corp.; and (2) “Opposi- 
tion” filed September 4, 1968, by Ameri- 
can Telephone and Telegraph Co. 
(AT&T). 
. 2. In a report and order, FCC 68-515, 
12 FCC 2d 841, released May 13, 1968, the 
Commission amended Part 21 of its rules 
inter alia assigning separate frequencies 
to wireline and nonwireline carriers to 
use for one-way signaling, to be effective 
June 17, 1968. At Radio Relay’s request, 
the Commission by order released 
June 14, 1968, FCC 68-633, 13 FCC 2d 
331, stayed the effective date of the rule 
amendments pending consideration of 
the merits of a petition for reconsidera- 
tion filed by Radio Relay. Thereafter, in 
@ memorandum opinion and order re- 
leased August 22, 1968, FCC 68-863, FCC 
2d, the Commission denied the recon- 
sideration, vacated the stay, and effected 
the rule amendments. 

3. Radio Relay states in its moving pe- 
tition that it will file with the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit a peti- 
tion for review of the Commission’s re- 
port and order. Pending Court determi- 
nation, Radio Relay asks that the Com- 
mission retain the status quo and stay 
any and all action, including hearings or 
issuance of any licenses, with respect to 
applications for licenses filed pursuant to 
the report and order, supra. Radio Relay 
contends that such action is necessary to 
“prevent irreparable injury” and “in the 
interest of the orderly administration of 
justice”. In support, Radio Relay alleges 
that the Commission order offers it, and 
other small carriers, the choice of either 
petitioning in each instance to deny ap- 
plications filed, or in the alternative to 
merely forego its rights; that if it elects 
to oppose each application, the enormous 
expense it would incur would be finan- 
cially ruinous, while to “surrender” would 
mean the establishment of an AT&T 
monopoly in one-way paging services 
throughout the nation by default. 

4. We do not believe that Radio Relay 
has demonstrated sufficiently that ir- 
reparable injury would result in the event 
the effectiveness of our order is not 
stayed. The arguments now presented are 
those previously made and rejected on 
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the merits by the Commission in the 
memorandum opinion and order, supra. 
In our memorandum we stated specifi- 
cally that our conclusions to make the 
separate one-way signaling assignments 
were based “on a composite of the situa- 
tion nationwide, taking into considera- 
tion the overall need for an immediate 
avenue of relief for a growing and ex- 
panding service.” (Paragraph 5.) We 
noted further that this was a “rule 
making proceeding intended for gen- 
eral applicability on a nationwide 
basis” and that Radio Relay’s indi- 
vidual area of concern was more ap- 
propriately the subject for consideration 
in an adjudicatory framework, “that is in 
an opposition to an application by Bell to 
provide service in the New York market.” 
(Paragraph 11). The posture of the rule 
making proceeding has not changed—we 
continue to believe that on an overall 
nationwide basis immediate implementa- 
tion of the rule amendments would best 
serve the public interest and Radio Re- 
lay’s private interests should best be left 
to individual adjudication. To do other- 
wise would mean the delay of service in 
areas where there is a pressing need for 
one-way signaling service and for which 
there is no contest for the service to be 
offered. 


5. In addition to the availability of 
the right to petition to deny any appli- 
cation filed with the Commission, is the 
further right of any carrier to seek relief 
in the separate state or local franchising 
forum. We noted in our report and order, 
and again in our memorandum (para- 
graph 12), that we were “not usurping 
any of the requirements or powers vested 
in the state or local authorities with re- 
spect to rates, franchises, etc. * * *”, 
and that hence two separate forums were 
available within which relief could be 
sought. It would appear therefore, that 
under these circumstances adequate pro- 
cedures are available to Radio Relay, or 
anyone else with a legitimate interest, 
to prevent any irreparable injury from 
resulting.* 

6. Another factor which requires that 
there be no unnecessary delay, is the 
public interest need to make available a 
substitute channel for the “Bellboy” op- 
eration in Washington, D.C. In our re- 
port and order, supra, we pointed out 
that the Chesapeake and Potomac Tele- 
phone Co. had been authorized in 1962 


2In our order we noted that Radio Relay 
would be interested in opposing applications 
to provide service in the New York market. 
Radio Relay takes exception to this assertion 
and contends that since it acquired the New 
York Technical Institute of Cincinnati, Inc., 
holder of licenses for one-way paging serv- 
ices in Cincinnnati, St. Louis, Detroit, Chi- 
cago, and Buffalo, it is really involved in six 
major markets and that therefore, the need 
to resort to petitions to deny would involve 
an enormous financial burden. However, 
since no appropriate applications for trans- 
fer of control pursuant to section 21.28 of 
the rules have been filed with the Com- 
mission, it would appear that Radio Relay’s 
fears, prospective in nature, are not suffi- 
ciently grounded in fact to serve as a 
basis to stay on the entire rule-making 
proceeding. 


to establish and operate one-way sig- 
naling (Bellboy) facilities in Washing- 
ton, D.C., on a developmental basis on 
a “splinter” frequency of 152.486 Mc/s. 
By report and order in Docket 16776, re- 
leased August 16, 1967, FCC 67-957, the 
Commission amended Parts 2 and 74 of 
the rules with respect to three 30 Kc 
channels centered on 152.480, 157.740, 
and 158.460 Mc/s, making these fre- 
quencies available for assignment to 
qualified applicants in the Industrial 
Radio Service. The presently authorized 
“Bellboy” operation is immediately ad- 
jacent to 152.480 Mc/s and thus pro- 
hibits its use by Industrial Radio Service 
applicants..The C & P Telephone Co. has 
been directed to accomplish a change 
from its present frequency to the allo- 
cated guard band frequency no later than 
January 31, 1969. In view of the fact that 
the “Bellboy” operation serves upwards 
of 3,000 customers, it is obvious that a 
reasonable transition period must be pro- 
vided. Hence, the public interest requires 
that the appropriate measures be taken 
as promptly as possible and without any 
undue delay to make available the fre- 
quencies in this rule making proceeding 
for this service as well as for other needed 
services. 

7. In light of the foregoing, we be- 
lieve that the public interest would best 
be served by a denial of the petition for 
a stay in this proceeding. However, solely 
in order to permit Radio Relay a rea- 
sonable time within which to request a 
stay from the Court, should Radio Relay 
desire to do so, we are persuaded that 
the effective date of the rule amendments 
should be temporarily stayed on condi- 
tion that petitioner duly and properly 
seeks a stay pendente lite by September 
16, 1968. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
effective date of the rule amendments in 
the Commission’s report and order “re- 
leased May 13, 1968, FCC 68-515, 12 FCC 
2d 841, is stayed until the disposition by 
the Court of Appeals of a motion by 
Radio Relay for a stay pendente lite: 
Provided, That Radio Relay duly and 
properly seeks such stay on or before 
September 16, 1968. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 308) 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 
Released: September 6, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10976; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 17652; FCC 68-896] 
PART 87—AVIATION SERVICES 


Aeronautical En Route Stations En- 
gaged in International High Fre- 
quency Service 


Third report and order. In the matter 
of amendment of Part 87 of the Com- 
mission’s rules to change the frequencies 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—-WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1968 





available for assignment to the Aero- 
nautical En Route Stations engaged in 
International High Frequency Service, 
Docket No. 17652. 

1. A report and order in the above- 
captioned matter was released Novem- 
ber 17, 1967, and was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on November 25, 1967 
(32 F.R. 16160). The report and order 
was based on the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO) plan 
then in effect and the proceeding was 
terminated. Subsequently, a revised HF 
plan was adopted by ICAO and an as- 
signment plan for the Caribbean (CAR) 
region was approved. A second report 
and order was released July 26, 1968, 
and was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on August 1, 1968 (33 F.R. 
10928). The purpose of the second re- 
port and order was to amend the rules 
concerning frequencies available to 
aeronautical en route stations providing 
international high frequency service to 
bring them into conformity with the re- 
vised international plans. The changes 
provided, for the most part, additional 
frequencies. 

2. The purpose of this third report 
and order is to provide for implementa- 
tion of the frequency 8945 kHz 2 years 
ahead of the presently scheduled date in 
order to obviate the need for ground 
stations to maintain watches on both 
8947.5 kHz (A3) and 8947.0 kHz (A3H) 
for the period September 19, 1968, to 
September 17, 1970. The A3H operation 
at Gander, Shannon, and New York is 
in . accordance with recommedation 
6viii/9 of ICAO Plan (Serial No. NAT/ 
40—COM/24). The early implementa- 
tion of 8945 kHz to replace 8947.5 kHz 
has been proposed to the ICAO by 
Canada after consultation with Ireland 
and the United Kingdom. The ICAO has 
advised that the International Tele- 
communication Union (ITU) will have 
no objection. 

3. Coordination with the Department 
of Transportation, Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, the FCC licensee—Aero- 
nautical Radio, Inc. (ARINC), and the 
scheduled air carriers, the principal non- 
Government users, has been completed 
and their concurrence has been received. 
The amendment herein is noncon- 
troversial in nature and hence the 
Commission finds that it is unnecessary 
to comply with the prior notice, proce- 
dure and effective date provisions of 5 
U.S.C. section 553. 

4. In view of the foregoing: Jt is 
ordered, That pursuant to the authority 
contained in sections 4(i) and 303 (c), 
(h), and (r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, Part 87 of the Com- 
mission’s rules is amended effective 
September 19, 1968, as set forth below. 
It is further ordered, That this docket 
will remain open pending possible fur- 
ther changes required prior to the com- 
pletion of the total implementation of the 
aeronautical mobile (R) plan developed 
by the International Telecommunica- 
tion Union (ITU), Extraordinary Ad- 
ministrative Radio Conference (EARC), 
Geneva, 1966, and coordinated worldwide 
by the ITU and the ICAO. 
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(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended 1066, 
1082; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 
Released: September 6, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


Section 87.303(e) is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 87.303 International high frequency 


service. 


[SEAL] 


(e) North Atlantic (NA). 


Frequencies available 
before con- 
version date (ke/s) 


Frequencies 
available after 
conversion date 


Conversion 
ate 


Sep. 19, 1968 


sot | Sept. 17, 1970 


2 23 
2 \3 Sept. 18, 1969 
7965 


1 No change. 
2 Secondary basis. 
30001 Greenwich mean time. 
+ . > > > 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10975; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureavu of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 


PART 32—HUNTING 
National Wildlife Refuges, N. Dak. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

NorTH DAKOTA 


ARROWWOOD NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of pheasants, sharp- 
tailed grouse, and Hungarian partridge 
on the Arrowwood National Wildlife 
Refuge, N. Dak., is permitted only on 
the area designated by signs as open to 
hunting. This open area, comprising 
15,900 acres, is delineated on a map avail- 
able at the refuge headquarters and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, 1006 West Lake 
Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55408. Hunt- 
ing shall be in accordance with all ap- 
plicable State regulations covering the 
hunting of pheasants, sharp-tailed 
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grouse, and Hungarian partridge subject 
to the following conditions: 

(1) Hunting is permitted from sunrise 
to sunset on November 18, 1968, through 
December 15, 1968. 

(2) All hunters must exhibit their 
hunting license, game, and vehicle con- 
tents to Federal and State officers upon 
request. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through December 15, 1968. 


ARNOLD D. KRUSE, 
Refuge Manager, Arrowwood 
National Wildlife Refuge, Ed- 
munds, N. Dak. 


SEPTEMBER 2, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10932; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Lacreek National Wildlife Refuge, 
S. Dak. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

SouTH DAKOTA 


LACREEK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of upland game on the 
Lacreek National Wildlife Refuge, 
S. Dak., is permitted only on the area des- 
ignated by signs as open to hunting. 
This open area, comprising 310 acres is 
delineated on a map available at the re- 
fuge headquarters, Martin, S. Dak. 
57551, and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
1006 West Lake Street, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55408. Hunting shall be in accord- 
ance with all applicable State and Fed- 
eral regulations governing the hunting 
of upland game subject to the following 
special conditions: 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: 
Pheasants and grouse (sharp-tailed and 
pinnated) during the seasons specified 
below. The hunting of other upland spe- 
cies, as may be authorized by South 
Dakota State regulations, is prohibited. 

(b) Open season: Grouse—from sun- 
rise to sunset each day from Septem- 
ber 21 through December 1, 1968; Pheas- 
ants from noon to sunset (c.s.t.) daily 
from October 19 through November 24, 
1968. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through December 1, 1968. 

JOHN W. ELLIs, 
Refuge Manager, Lacreek 
National Wildlife Refuge, 
Martin, S. Dak. 
SEPTEMBER 4, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10933; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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PART 32—HUNTING 
National Wildlife Refuges, N. Dak. 


The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on date of pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations: big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 
NorTH DAKOTA 
ARROWWOOD NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
Public hunting of deer on the Arrow- 
wood National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak., 
is permitted only on the area designated 
by signs as open to hunting. This open 
area, comprising 14,800 acres, is delin- 
eated on a map available at the refuge 
headquarters and from the Regional Di- 
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street, Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 55408. Hunting shall be 
in accordance with all applicable State 
regulations covering the hunting of deer 
subject to the following conditions: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(1) Hunting is permitted from 12:00 
noon to sunset on November 8, 1968, and 
from sunrise to sunset November 9, 1968, 
through November 17, 1968. 

(2) All hunters must exhibit their 
hunting license, deer tag, game, and ve- 
hicle contents to Federal and State of- 
ficers upon request. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through November 17, 1968. 


CHASE LAKE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of deer on the Chase 
Lake National Refuge, N. Dak., is per- 
mitted only on the area designated by 
signs as open to hunting. This open area, 
comprising 4,600 acres, is delineated on 
a map available at the refuge headquar- 
ters and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
1006 West Lake Street, Minneapolis, 


Minn, 55408. Hunting shall be in accord- 
ance with all applicable State regulations 
covering the hunting of deer subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Hunting is permitted from 12 noon 
to sunset on November 8, 1968, and from 
sunrise to sunset November 9, 1968, 
through November 17, 1968. 

(2) All hunters must exhibit their 
hunting license, deer tag, game, and 
vehicle contents to Federal and State 
officers upon request. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through November 17, 1968. 

ARNOLD D. KRUSE, 
Refuge Manager, Arrowwood 
National Wildlife Refuge, Ed- 
munds, N. Dak. 
SEPTEMBER 2, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10931; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


National Park Service 
[36 CFR Part 7] 
ZION NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 


Limitations on Load, Weight, and Size 
of Vehicle; Convoy Required, Con- 
voy Fee 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 3 
of the Act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 
535, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 3), and sec- 
tion 2 of the Act of July 11, 1956 (70 Stat. 
527; 16 U.S.C. 345, 346c), 245 DM-1 (27 
FR. 6395), National Park Service Order 
No. 34 (31 F.R. 4255), Regional Director 
Southwest Region Order No. 4 (31 F.R. 
8134), as amended, it is proposed to 
amend § 7.10 of Title 36 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations as set forth below. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
delete material on vehicle weight limits 
which is covered in State statutes; to 
delete the provision on speed, since it is 
no longer needed in view of the coverage 
of the general regulations; and to amend 
convoy restrictions since § 6.2(f) of this 
-chapter has been revoked. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af- 
ford the public an opportunity to partic- 
ipate in the rulemaking process. Ac- 
cordingly, interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or objec- 
tions to the Superintendent, Zion Na- 
tional Park, Springdale, Utah 984767, 
within 30. days of the publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Section 7.10 of Title 36 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 7.10 Zion National Park. 

(a) Limitations on load, weight, and 
size of vehicles. (1) * * * 

(2) Maximum weight of vehicles. 
[Revoked.] 


* * * + * 


(c) Convoy Required, Convey Fee. No 
vehicle, including any load or equip- 
ment thereon, which exceeds the size 
limitations in subparagraph (a)(1) of 
this section, may be driven over the high- 
ways in Zion National Park except under 
convoy authorized by the Superintendent 
or some person acting under his author- 
ity. Traffic control shall be at the direc- 
tion only of the Chief Ranger or other 
person acting under his authority. For 
providing the required convoy service, a 
convoy fee shall be charged for each ve- 
hicle or combination of vehicles as speci- 
fied in Part 6 of this chapter. (36 CFR 
6.4 (d).) 


(d) Speed. [Revoked.] 


Kari T. GILBERT, 
Superintendent, 
Zion National Park. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10934; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 


[7 CFR Parts 1001-1004, 1015, 
10161] 


[Docket Nos. AO-14-A45 etc. ] 


MILK IN MASSACHUSETTS-RHODE 
ISLAND-NEW HAMPSHIRE AND 
CERTAIN OTHER MARKETING 
AREAS 


Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 


7CFR 
Part 


Marketing area Docket No. 


1001 Massachusetts-Rhode Island- AO-14-A45. 
New Hampshire. 

New York-New Jersey AO-71-A57. 

We, DE cectctecnsdocn AO-293-A20. 

I TI i cisecscaciencameniicntns AO-160-A38. 

Connecticut 

Upper Chesapeake Bay 


1002 
1003 
1004 
1015 
1016 


AO-305-A 22. 
AO-312-Al7. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear- 
ing was held at New York, N.Y., on July 
25-26, 1968, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on July 17, 1968 (33 F.R. 10403). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg- 
ulatory Programs, on August 20, 1968 (33 
F.R. 12004; F.R. Doc. 68-10165) filed 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
oi Agriculture, his recommended decision 
containing notice of the opportunity to 
file written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and con- 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (33 F.R. 
12004; F.R. Doc. 68-10165) are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein. 

The material issues on the record of the 
hearing relate to: 

1. Increasing the Class I price level 
under each of the six northeastern 
orders. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The following findings and conclu- 
sions on the material issues are based 
on evidence presented at the hearing and 
the record thereof: 


The specified Class I price under each 
of the six northeastern Federal orders 
should be increased by 24 cents. Such 
action is necessary to effect price in- 
creases to producers under the north- 
eastern orders comparable with price in- 
creases effected under orders in the 
North Central region generally on July 1, 
and thus restore the interregional price 
alignment which has been maintained 
through the several emergency Class I 
price actions which have been initiated 
on a national basis during the past sev- 
eral years in an effort to stem the decline 
in milk production nationally. 

Federal milk orders outside the North- 
east employ manufacturing milk values 
as a basic price to which a specified dif- 
ferential is added to arrive at the Class I 
price. The differential varies as between 
markets to the end that the variation 
in price as between markets generally 
reflects the difference in transporta- 
tion costs in moving milk from the 
Minnesota-Wisconsin alternative supply 
area. The northeastern orders, on the 
other hand, have over an extended pe- 
riod of years employed economic type 
pricing formulas for the purpose of es- 
tablishing Class I prices. 

Milk production in the United States 
has been declining since 1965. This de- 
cline in production has reflected an ac- 
celerated decline in the number of dairy 
farmers and dairy cattle and is attribut- 
able to factors such as high prices for 
cull cattle, better returns from alterna- 
tive farm enterprises, more attractive off- 
farm opportunities for labor, increased 
costs of farm labor and equipment, and 
increased taxes and interest rates. 

In an effort to stem the downward 
trend in milk production the Department 
has taken a series of price actions during 
the period 1966, 1967, and 1968 under 
both the dairy price support program 
and the Federal milk order program. 
However, the changes in price support 
levels, flooring of the basic (manufac- 
turing milk) price, and/or specified 
changes in the differentials over the basic 
price, which procedures have been em- 
ployed to raise Class I prices generally 
under Federal orders outside the North- 
east, have not been applicable tinder the 
northeastern orders. In an effort to ex- 
tend identical price adjustments to the 
northeastern markets the Department 
initially “floored” certain of the factors 
in the respective formulas above their 
then current levels and in subsequent 
actions inactivated the formulas entirely 
in favor of specified prices. However, the 
results of these actions have varied some- 
what as between markets to the end that 
interorder price relationships which 
existed at the beginning of the period 
of emergency price adjustments have not 
been uniformly retained. However, action 
taken July 1, which increased the New 
York-New Jersey price by 10 cents to 
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$6.49 through April 1969, substantially 
restored interorder price relationship 
among the northeastern orders. 

For many years Class I prices in a 
number of Federal order markets in 
Iowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Missouri 
were tied to the Chicago order Class I 
price. During this period the supply- 
demand adjustment factor in the Class 
I pricing formula was minus 24. This ad- 
justment thus reduced the Class I price 
in these markets by 24 cents. When the 
Chicago order was terminated the effect 
of the supply-demand adjustor en prices 
in those markets in which the Class I 
price had been tied to Chicago was con- 
tinued through the equivalent price de- 
termination provisions in the respective 
orders. 

The new Chicago order made effective 
July 1, 1968, contains no supply-demand 
adjustment provision. To maintain inter- 
order price alignment between the 
Chicago market and the surrounding 
Federal order markets it was necessary 
that prices in these markets be increased 
by 24 cents, which was related to the 
equivalent price determination factor, 
effective July 1, first by suspension action 
and subsequently by amendment. Hence, 
prices in the large midwestern area 
which produces the bulk of the reserve 
milk supplies for the country have gen- 
erally been increased by 24 cents. This 
has substantially reduced the differential 
between midwestern and northeastern 
Class I prices. For example, the New 
York-New Jersey Class I price which in 
1965 averaged $1.26 above the Chicago 
price is currently only 96 cents above 
such price. Without some adjustment in 
northeastern prices this relationship will 
continue. 

Producer cooperatives in the Northeast 
contend that the amount of price ad- 
justment made effective in midwestern 
markets generally on July 1 was 26 cents. 
However, this price adjustment as pre- 
viously indicated reflected only the re- 
moval of the effect of the supply-demand 
adjustment applicable under the old 
Chicago order, which amounted to 24 
cents. 

Proponents asked that a similar ad- 
justment be made in each of the north- 
eastern Federal order markets, contend- 
ing that such adjustment was essential 
to restore appropriate interregional price 
alignment and assure a continuing ade- 
quate milk supply. In support of their 
position they sought to demonstrate that, 
while the downward trend in milk pro- 
duction for the country as a whole ap- 
pears to be stabilizing, production in the 
Northeast continues to decline. In addi- 
tion in certain segments of the Northeast 
adverse weather has severely affected 
forage and grain production with the 
result that adequate winter feed sup- 
plies, particularly in Vermont the pri- 
mary supply area for the Massachusetts- 
Rhode Island-New Hampshire market, 
are in doubt. Handlers, except those in 
the Massachusetts-Rhode Island-New 
Hampshire market, generally opposed a 
further price increase at this time con- 
tending that milk supplies are fully ade- 
quate at this time. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


The emergency price actions taken 
throughout the Federal order system in 
conjunction with dairy price support 
actions have unquestionably helped to 
slow the rate of decline in milk produc- 
tion generally. However, the situation in 
the Northeast where about one-fifth of 
the Nation’s supply is produced con- 
tinues unfavorable. In the 11 Northeast- 
ern States combined (from Maine to 
Maryland), production declined 3.1 per- 
cent from 1965 to 1966, essentially the 
same as the country as a whole. During 
1967 production in the Northeast was 
2.1 percent below that for 1966 while 
nationally production was off only 0.5 
percent. Thus far in 1968 national milk 
production has averaged 1.7 percent 
below that for 1967. In June production 
in the Northeast was 2.3 percent below 
June 1967 while production in the re- 
mainder of the country was off only 
1 percent. 

The New York-New Jersey market is 
by far the largest of the markets in the 
Northeast. About 60 percent of the pro- 
ducers supplying the six northeast mar- 
kets are associated with that market. 
Because of its size and location it is very 
much interrelated with the other Federal 
order markets. On the northern side the 
New York-New Jersey milkshed overlaps 
the milkshed for the New England mar- 
kets. Over the years there has been a 
general shift of New York-New Jersey 
producers to the New England markets, 
essentially in response to the blend prices 
which prevail under the respective orders 
in the eastern region of New York State. 
In Pennsylvania there is an extensive 
overlapping of the New York-New Jersey, 
Delaware Valley, and Upper Chesapeake 
Bay milksheds. In turn the Upper Chesa- 
peake Bay and Washington, D.C., supply 
areas are interrelated. 

As a result of the marketwide pooling 
arrangements adopted under the Dela- 
ware Valley order effective June 1, 1967, 
there has been a substantial shifting of 
supplies and sales from the New York- 
New Jersey order to the Delaware Valley 
order. These changes have significantly 
changed the supply-demand balances in 
individual markets. Supplies in the Dela- 
ware Valley market have thus increased 
30.7 percent from May 1967 to May 1968 
while supplies on the New York-New 
Jersey market dropped 8 percent in the 
same period. Obviously the situation in 
individual markets, however, is not re- 
lective of the situation in the region 
generally. 

Producers continue to drop out of pro- 
duction in the Northeast Federal order 
markets at a rapid rate. During May 1968 
there were 2,872 fewer producers supply- 
ing these markets than in May 1967 
when 52,992 producers were on these 
markets. Considering that about 400 pro- 
ducers were added in the interim through 
the expansion of the Massachusetts- 
Rhode Island order into New Hampshire 
on December 1, 1967; there was a loss 
of about 6 percent in producer numbers 
in the last year. This decline in producer 
numbers was nearly as great as during 
the previous 12-month period (May 1966 
to May 1967) when 3,551 dropped off 
these markets. This continued trend 


poses a very serious threat to the ade- 
quacy of a milk supply for consumers in 
the Northeast. 

Virtually all of the milk produced in 
the Northeast is associated with fluid 
milk markets, mostly Federal order mar- 
kets. Of the 24.2 billion pounds of milk 
produced in the eleven northeastern 
States in 1967, 18.9 billion pounds was 
associated with the six Federal order 
markets. Since 1965 annual Federal or- 
der market receipts in the Northeast 
have declined 1.2 billion pounds. In the 
first half of this year receipts under the 
six orders were 236 million pounds less 
than during the first half of 1967. 

The Class I utilization of producer milk 
under the orders has increased signifi- 
cantly since 1965. In the 1967 period of 
seasonally low production utilization in 
Class I reached 70.4 percent, 3.3 percent 
above the comparable percentage in 1965. 
Class I utilization each month this year 
has been higher than the corresponding 
month of 1967. 

The continuing rise in production 
costs, the tight labor market and the al- 
ternative employment opportunities 
available to dairy farmers in the North- 
east pose a serious threat to continuing 
adequacy of milk supplies in the region. 

While, as handler representatives tes- 
tified there are encouraging signs that 
the downward spiral in cow numbers in 
the Northeast is being stemmed in that 
dairy farmers as of January 1, 1967, kept 
greater numbers of heifers, this logically 
must be attributed to the fact that the 
emergency price actions which have been 
taken in some measure restored dairy 
farmers’ confidence in the future of the 
industry. While dairy farmers in the 
Northeast have only limited alternative 
farming opportunities, in comparison 
with dairy farmers in other areas, their 
employment opportunities outside of 
agriculture are extremely favorable and 
this in conjunction with high land values 
and the great difficulty of employing 
competent help will strongly influence 
them in deciding whether to continue 
dairying. It is essential therefore at this 
time that the general interregional price 
alignment that has been maintained be- 
tween the Northeast and midwestern 
alternative supply areas during the 
critical past few years be maintained. To 
accomplish this end the specified Class I 
price in each of the six northeastern 
markets which extends through April 
1969 must be increased by 24 cents. 

Handlers’ basic concern in the matter 
of further Class I price increases at this 
time was possible loss of sales to imita- 
tion products and cost with respect to 
contract sales already negotiated with- 
out escalator clauses. 

The matter of the treatment of imita- 
tion products was an issue considered at 
a national hearing on which a decision is 
still pending. 

The Act requires the uniform applica- 
tion of the order provisions and there is 
no basis for pricing fluid milk disposed 
of under Government contracts at a dif- 
ferent level than that otherwise disposed 
of for fluid consumption. Similarly, there 
is no basis for a variation in the price of 
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milk to handlers dependent on the terms 
of the contract. 

Handlers generally are obviously 
aware of the unfavorable production sit- 
uation existing throughout the country 


and of the fact that the Department has~ 


taken repeated actions to ameliorate the 
situation both under the price support 
and Federal milk order program. The 
Department is charged with the respon- 
sibility of establishing prices under Fed- 
eral milk marketing orders which will 
insure an adequate supply of milk for 
fluid use and accordingly, must take the 


necessary price actions to accomplish this ~ 


end. 

One handler representative, while 
conceding that some price increase was 
needed, proposed that the increase be 
limited to an amount which would permit 
handlers to raise resale prices one-half 
cent per quart and at the same time 
recover some of the loss which other- 
wise would necessarily occur on prior 
contracts without escalator clauses. 
Obviously, such a procedure would have 
varying impact on handlers, dependent 
on the volume involved in such contracts 
by individual handlers. In any event, in 
consideration of the overriding neéd for 
a Class I price increase to insure a con- 
tinuing adequate milk supply it is not 
possible to compromise the amount of 
the adjustment for the purpose of ac- 
commodating handlers in their contract 
sales. 

The amendatory larguage to imple- 
ment a 24-cent price increase under each 
of the respective orders is hereinafter 
set forth. No amendments are required 
for the Washington, D.C., and Upper 
Chesapeake Bay orders for which Class I 
prices are maintained in fixed alignment 
with the Delaware Valley Class I price. 


RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS 
AND CONCLUSIONS 


Briefs and proposed findings and con- 
clusions were filed on behalf of certain 
interested parties. These briefs, proposed 
findings and conclusions, and the evi- 
dence in the record were considered in 
making the findings and conclusions set 
forth above. To the extent that the sug- 
gested findings and conclusions filed by 
interested parties are inconsistent with 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
herein, the request to make such findings 
or reach such conclusions are denied for 
the reasons previously stated in this 

ecision. 

RULINGS ON THE EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
RULING OF THE HEARING EXAMINER 


Certain hendlers in their brief filed 
in this proceeding excepted to the hear- 
ing officer’s denial of the request made 
on the record in their behalf that a sep- 
arate hearing be hele in Philadelphia to 
receive evidence re the Class I price rela- 
tive to the milk in the areas in which 
handlers in Order 4 receive their supplies. 

After full consideration of the rulings 
of the examiner, his rulings in this mat- 
ter are hereby affirmed and the request 
for a separate hearing in the Philadel- 
phia market is hereby denied. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


GENERAL FINDINGS 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter- 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid orders 
and of the previously issued amend- 
ments thereto; and all of said previous 
findings and determinations are hereby 
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as 
such findings and determinations may 
be in conflict with the findings and de- 
terminations set forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ments and the orders as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter- 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing areas, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreements and the orders, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in- 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner 
as, and will be applicable only to persons 
in the respective classes of industrial 
and commerical activity specified in, 
marketing agreements upon which a 
hearing has been held. 


RULINGS ON EXCEPTIONS 


In arriving at the findings and conclu- 
sions, and the regulatory provisions of 
this decision, each of the exceptions re- 
ceived was carefully and fully considered 
in conjunction with the record evidence 
pertaining thereto. To the extent that 
the findings and conclusions, and the reg- 
ulatory provisions of this decision are at 
variance with any of the exceptions; such 
exceptions are hereby overruled for the 
reasons previously stated in this decision. 


MARKETING AGREEMENT AND ORDER 


Annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof are two documents entitled, re- 
spectively, “Marketing Agreement Regu- 
lating the Handling of Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas”, and “Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in Certain Specified 
Marketing Areas”, which have been de- 
cided upon as the detailed and appropri- 
ate means of effectuating the foregoing 
conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Frepera. 
RecisTer. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the orders as 


hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 


12851 


DETERMINATION OF REPRESENTATIVE 


The month of January 1968 is hereby 
determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
order, as it hereby proposes to amend the 
orders, as amended, regulating the han- 
dling of milk in the certain specified 
marketing areas, is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of each of the orders, as amended and 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period, 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within the aforesaid marketing: 
areas. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. 


JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 
Acting Secretary. 


Order* Amending the Orders Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas 


7 CFR Part Marketing area 


Massachusetts-Rhode 
New Hampshire. 
New York-New Jersey. 
Delaware Valley. 
Connecticut. 


§ _......0 Findings 
tions. 

The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi- 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the afore- 
said orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said pre- 
vious findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except inso- 
far as such findings and determinations 
may be in conflict with the findings and 
determinations set forth herein. The fol- 
lowing findings are hereby made with 
respect to each of the aforesaid orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing.the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the ten- 
tative marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk 
in the above designated marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence introduced 
at such hearing and the record thereof, 
it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 


Island- 


and  determina- 


1This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and~procedure gov- 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af- 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the mini- 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a suf- 
ficient quantity of pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in- 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in a marketing agreement upon which 
a hearing has been held. 

OrpDER RELATIVE TO HANDLING 

It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the han- 
dling of milk in the respective designated 
marketing areas shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid orders, as 
amended and as hereby amended, as 
follows: 

The provisions of the proposed market- 
ing agreement and order amending the 
orders contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Deputy Adminis- 
trator, Regulatory Programs, on August 
20, 1968, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on August 23, 1968 (33 F.R. 
12004; F.R. Doc. 68-10165), shall be and 
are the terms and provisions of this or- 
der, and are set forth in full herein. 


PART 1001—MILK IN MASSACHU- 
SETTS-RHODE ISLAND-NEW HAMP- 
SHIRE MARKETING AREA 7 

In § 1001.60, paragraph (d) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1001.60 Class I price. 


(d) The Class I price shall be the re- 
sult, rounded to the nearest full cent, of 
the economic index price determined 
under paragraph (b) of this section, 
multiplied by the supply-demand adjust- 
ment factor determined under paragraph 
(c) of this section, except that from the 
effective date hereof the Class I price 


each month shall be $6.91 through April 
1969. 


PART 1002—MILK IN NEW YORK- 
NEW JERSEY MARKETING AREA 


In §1002.50, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1002.50 Class prices. 
> * = 7 7” 

(a) For Class I-A milk the price dur- 
ing each month shall be a price computed 
pursuant to subparagraphs (1) through 
(10) of this paragraph, except that from 
the effective date hereof the Class I-A 
price each month shall be $6.73 through 
April 1969. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


PART 1004—MILK IN DELAWARE 
VALLEY MARKETING AREA 
In § 1004.50, the text of paragraph (a) 


preceding subparagraph (1), is revised 
as follows: : 


§ 1004.50 Class prices. 
* ” > 


oo 7 

(a) Class I milk. Through April 1969, 
for each month in each calendar quar- 
ter, the price per hundredweight of Class 
I milk shall be the price computed for 
each quarter pursuant to subparagraphs 
(1) through (4) of this paragraph, except 
that from the effective date hereof 
through April 1969 the Class I price each 
month shall be $7.17. 


PART 1015—MILK IN CONNECTICUT 
MARKETING AREA 


In § 1015.60, paragraph (d) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1015.60 ClassI price. 


7 : > . . 

(d) The Class I price shall be the re- 
sult, rounded to the nearest full cent, of 
the economic index price determined 
under paragraph (b) of this section, mul- 
tiplied by the supply-demand adjust- 
ment factor determined under paragraph 
(c) of this section, plus 40 cents, except 
that from the effective date hereof the 
Class I price each month shall be $7.31 
through April 1969. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-10953; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Packers and Stockyards 
Administration 


[9 CFR Part 203] 


SERVICES AND FACILITIES AT STOCK- 


YARDS ON A NONDISCRIMINA- 
TORY BASIS 


Notice of Proposed Statement of 
General Policy 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to §407(a) of the Packers and Stock- 
yards Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.), the Packers and Stockyards Ad- 
ministration proposes to issue the follow- 
ing Statement of General Policy under 
said Act as § 203.12 of Title 9, Code of 
Federal Regulations: 


§ 203.12 Statement with respect to pro- 
viding services and facilities at stock- 
yards on a reasonable and nondis- 
criminatory basis. 

(a) Section 304 of the Packers and 
Stockyards Act (7 U.S.C. 205) provides 
that: “Ail stockyard services furnished 
pursuant to reasonable request made to 
a stockyard owner or market agency at 
such stockyard shall be reasonable and 
nondiscriminatory and stockyard serv- 
ices which are furnished shall not be 
refused on any basis that is unreasonable 
or unjustly discriminatory * * *.” 

(b) Section 305 of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
206) states that: “All rates or charges 


made for any stockyard services fur- 
nished at a stockyard by a stockyard 
owner or market agency shall be just, 
reasonable, and nondiscriminatory * * *.” 
_ (c) Section 307 (7 U.S.C. 208) pro- 
vides that: “It shall be the duty of every 
stockyard owner and market agency to 
establish, observe, and enforce just, rea- 
sonable, and nondiscriminatory regula- 
tions and practices in respect to the fur- 
nishing of stockyard services * * *.” 

(d) Section 312(a) (7 U.S.C. 213) pro- 
vides that: “It shall be unlawful for any 
stockyard owner, market agency, or 
dealer to engage in or use any unfair, 
unjustly discriminatory, or deceptive 
practice or device in connection with de- 
termining whether persons should be au- 
thorized to operate at the stockyards, or 
with the receiving, marketing, buying, or 
selling on a commission basis or other- 
wise, feeding, watering, holding, delivery, 
shipment, weighing or handling, in com- 
merce, of livestock.” 

(e) Section 301(b) (7 U.S.C. 201(b)) 
defines “stockyard services” as any “serv- 
ices or facilities furnished at a stock- 
yard in connection with the receiving, 
buying, or selling on a commission basis 
or otherwise, marketing, feeding, water- 
ing, holding, delivery, shipment, weigh- 


ing, or handling, in commerce, of live- 
stock.” 


(f) It is the view of the Packers and 
Stockyards Administration that it is a 
violation of sections 304, 307, and 312(a) 
of the Act for a stockyard owner or mar- 
ket agency to discriminate in the fur- 
nishing of stockyard services or facilities, 
or in establishing rules or regulations at 
the stockyard, because of race, creed, 
color, or national origin of those persons 
using the stockyard services or facilities. 
Such services and facilities include, but 
are not limited to, those furnished for 
observing the selling, weighing, or other 
handling of the livestock, the restaurant, 
restrooms, drinking fountains, and 
lounge accommodations. 


(g) If the Packers and Stockyards Ad- 
ministration has reason to believe that 
any stockyard owner or market agency 
has so discriminated in the furnishing of 
stockyard services or facilities, consid- 
eration will be given to the issuance of a 
complaint charging the stockyard or 
market agency with violations of the Act. 


Any person who wishes to file written 
data, views, or argument concerning the 
proposed statement may do so by filing 
them in duplicate with the Hearing 
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, on or before 
November 8, 1968. 

All written statements submitted pur- 
suant to this notice will be made avail- 
able for public inspection at such time 
and places in a manner convenient to the 
public (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 


Done at Washington, -D.C., this 5th 
day of September 1968. 


DonaLp A. CAMPBELL, 
Administrator, Packers and 
Stockyards Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10993; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 






2. The purpose of this proposal is to 
prescribe rules deemed essential at this 
time to implement the provisions of the 
new section 396(h) of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934. This section of the Act 
is a portion of the amendments to the Act 
embodied in the Public Broadcasting Act 
of 1967 (Public Law 90-129; 81 Stat. 365). 
The text of section 396(h) is as follows: 


AUTHORIZATION FOR FREE OR REDUCED RATE 
INTERCONNECTION SERVICE 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


{14 CFR Part 711] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-43] 


FEDERAL AIRWAY 


Proposed Designation 

Nothing in the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, or in any other provisions 
of law shall be construed to prevent US. 
communications common carriers from ren- 
dering free or reduced rate communications 
interconnection services for noncommercial 
educational television or radio services, sub- 
ject to -such rules and regulations as the 
Federal Communications Commission may 
prescribe. ‘ 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate a VOR Federal airway 
from Dallas, Tex., with a 1,200-foot AGL 
fioor via Paris, Tex.; Greeson Lake, Ark.; 
Hot Springs, Ark.; Little Rock, Ark., to 
Memphis, Tenn. This proposed airway 
would provide dual routing capability be- 
tween Dallas and Memphis. In addition, 
the new airway would be utilized as a 
transition route for high altitude traffic 
te and from Jet Route Nos. 6 and 66. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southwest Region, Attention: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Post Office Box 1689, Fort 
North, Tex. 76101. All communications 
received within 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the FepERAL REGISTER will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for ~ 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for ex- 
amination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. 


3. In its report-to the Senate on the 
Public Broadcasting Act of 1967, the 
Senate Commerce Committee referred to 
section 396(h) and stated: “Your com- 
mittee is confident that the communica- 
tions common carriers will recognize the 
great public service potential that non- 
commercial educational broadcasting has 
and the importance of interconnection 
facilities to the system.” (Senate Report 
No. 222, page 11.) Thus, it appears that 
requests will be made of common carriers 
to provide free or reduced service pur- 
suant to section 396(h) of the Act and 
that such service will be provided by the 
carriers. We believe that it is in the public 
interest for the carriers to do so, subject 
to appropriate rules and regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Commission. 
Accordingly, it appears desirable to es- 
tablish rules at an early date that will 
govern such service. We recognize that as 
experience is gained, the rules we pro- 
pose herein may have to be modified. 
Such experience may also indicate the 
need for filing appropriate tariffs, pur- 
suant to section 203 of the Communica- 
tions Act, governing special offerings to 
public broadcasting at preferential rates. 
As an initial step, we believe that it 
would be desirable to establish certain 
reporting requirements so that the Com- 
mission may be kept fully informed with 
respect thereto. 

4. Specifically, we propose to add a 
new § 43.74 to Part 43 to require that any 
carrier providing such free or reduced 
rate service as contemplated by section 
396(h) of the Act shall file with the 
Commission every 6 months a report 
identifying the stations to which such 
service was rendered during the report- 
ing period, the general character of the 
interconnection services provided, the 
amount and percentage of reduction 
given from the tariff rates on file with 
this Commission. It shall also report the 
extent to which such service has been 
requested but not furnished. 

5. This proposed addition to our rules 
is issued pursuant to authority contained 
in sections 4(i), 218, 219(b), and 396(h) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

6. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission’s 


T. McCormack, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10947; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


~ FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


{47 CFR Part 43 ] 
[Docket No. 18316; FCC 68-909] 
INTERCONNECTION SERVICE FOR 
NONCOMMERCIAL EDUCATIONAL 
BROADCASTING 
Free or Reduced Rate 


1. Notice of proposed rule making in 
the above-entitled matter is hereby given. 
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rules, interested persons may file com- 
ments on or before October 16, 1968, and 
reply comments on or before October 28, 
1968. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered by 
the Commission before final action is 
taken in this proceeding. In reaching its 
decision in this proceeding, the Commis- 
sion may also take into account other 
relevant information before it,-in addi- 
tion to the specific comments invited by 
this notice. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules, an 
original and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur- 
nished the Commission. 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 
Released: September 6, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoOMMISSION,* 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


Proposed addition to Part 43 of the 
Commission’s rules: 


[SEAL] 


§ 43.74 Service rendered pursuant to 
free or reduced rates; reports relative 
thereto. 


Any common carrier subject to the 
Communications Act may render free or 
reduced rate communications intercon- 
nection services for noncommercial edu- 
cational television or radio services sub- 
ject to the rules contained in this part. 
Every carrier requested by any person to 
render such free or reduced rate service 
shall make and file, in duplicate, with 
the Commission, on or before the 31st 
day of July and on or before the 31st 
day of January in each year, reports cov- 
ering the periods of 6 months ending on 
the 30th day of June and the 31st day 
of December, respectively, next prior to 
said dates. These reports shall show the 
call signs and locations of the stations to 
which free or reduced rate interconnec- 
tion service was rendered pursuant to 
this rule and the dates such service was 
rendered; the names of any agency, cor- 
poration, or association of stations, other 
than the stations interconnected, to 
which such service was charged or 
credited; the general character of the 
service provided; the charges in dollars 
which would have accrued to the carrier 
for such service rendered if charges for 
all such services had been collected at 
the published tariff rates; the charge in 
dollars, if any, actually made or credited 
for such service; the names and ad- 
dresses of any person whose request for 
such free or reduced rate service has been 
denied together with a general descrip- 
tion of the service requested, the reasons 
for such denial and the dates thereof. 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-10977; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


1 Commissioners Bartley and Johnson con- 
curring and Commissioner Bartley’s reversing 
opinion filed as part of the original document. 
































































































































































































































































































PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


[Docket No. 18244, RM-1144] 
{47 CFR Part 73 1 


REQUIREMENT OF BROADCAST lLI- 
CENSEES TO SHOW NONDISCRIM- 
INATION IN EMPLOYMENT PRAC- 
TICES 


Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 


1. In a pleading filed August 27, 1968, 
the Board for Homeland Ministries and 
the Committee for Racial Justice Now 
of the United Church of Christ asked 
that the time for filing comments in this 
rule making proceeding be extended from 
September 9, 1968, to October 9, 1968. 

2. Movants, who were the original peti- 
tioners for rule making in this matter, 
state that many community groups and 
organizations who are vitally concerned, 


as well as numerous interested persons 
holding positions of public importance, 
desire to file comments, but will be un- 
able to do so by September 9, 1968. 


3. It being in the public interest to af- 


ford full opportunity for the submission 


of comments, and good cause being 
shown, the time for filing comments 
herein is extended to October 9, 1968, 
and the time for filing reply comments is 
extended to November 12, 1968. 
Adopted: September 3, 1968. 
Released: September 5, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 


[SEAL] GeorcE S. SMITH, 
Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10978; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


ITALY, SOUTH FRANCE, SOUTH 
SPAIN, PORTUGAL/U.S. GULF CON- 
FERENCE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 


Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice in 
the FEDERAL REcIsTER. A copy of any such 
statement should also be forwarded to the 
party filing the agreement (as indicated 
hereinafter) and the comments should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement refiled for ap- 
proval by: 


Mr. G. Ravera, Secretary, Italy, South France, 


South Spain, Portugal/U.S. Gulf Confer- 
ence, Vico San Luca 4, 16123 Genoa, Italy. 


Notice of the filing of Agreement No. 
9522-11, between the member lines of the 
Italy, South France, South Spain, Portu- 
gal/U.S. Gulf Conference, was published 
in the FepeRAL REGISTER on August 24, 
1968. The subject agreement has been re- 
vised to include the following provision: 

It is understood that a Line cannot be a 
Member in one or more Sections of the Con- 
ference and act simultaneously as an outsider 
in the remaining Section(s). 


Dated: September 6, 1968. 


By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
Tuomas LisI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10979; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


PACIFIC/INDONESIAN CONFERENCE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
Section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 


Notices 


Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the FeDERAL REGISTER. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in- 
dicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 
Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 
Mr. R. E. Spaulding, Secretary, Pacific/Indo- 

nesian Conference, 635 Sacramento Street, 

San Francisco, Calif. 94111. 


Agreement 6060-14, between the mem- 
ber lines of Pacific/Indonesian Confer- 
ence, modifies Appendix No. 1 of the 
basic Agreement 6060, as amended, by 
the addition of Article 8 which provides 
for a telephone vote by the membership 
on matters deemed by the Secretary to 
be of sufficient importance or urgency to 
warrant such action. 


Dated: September 6, 1968. 
By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission, 
Tuomas LisI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10980; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


PACIFIC/STRAITS CONFERENCE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the FepErRAL REGIsTEeR. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in- 
dicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 


Mr. R. E. Spaulding, Secretary, Pacific/Straits 
Conference, 635 Sacramento Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94111. 


Agreement 5680-12 between the mem- 
ber lines of Pacific/Straits Conference, 
modifies Appendix No. 1 of the basic 
Agreement 5680, as amended, by the ad- 
dition of Article 9 which provides for a 
telephone vote by the membership on 
matters deemed by the Secretary to be 
of sufficient importance or urgency to 
warrant such action. 


Dated: September 6, 1968. 
By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
THomas LisI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10981; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
AND AGREEMENT BETWEEN AG- 
RICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE, DEPART- 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE AND BUSI- 
NESS AND DEFENSE SERVICES AD- 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMERCE 


Scope of Term ‘Farm Equipment” as 
Used in Executive Orders 10480, 
10998, and 10999 
Cross REFERENCE: For a document re- 

lating to a memorandum of understand- 

ing and agreement between Agricultural 

Stabilization and Conservation Service, 

Department of Agriculture and Business 

and Defense Services Administration, 

Department of Commerce on scope of 

term “Farm Equipment” as used in Ex- 

ecutive Orders 10480, 10998, and 10999, 

see F.R. Doc. 68—10997 infra. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTAND- 
ING AND AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION 
AND CONSERVATION SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
AND BUSINESS AND DEFENSE 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, DE- 
PARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Scope of Term “Farm Equipment” as 
Used in Executive Orders 10480, 
10998, and 10999 


This memorandum sets forth the un- 
derstanding and agreement on the scope 
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of the term “farm equipment,” as used 
in Executive Orders 10480 as amended 
(18 F.R. 4939), 10998 (27 F.R. 1524) and 
10999 (27 F.R. 1527). These orders pro- 
vide for administration of the defense 
mobilization program and assign certain 
emergency preparedness functions to the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Secre- 
tary of Commerce. 

It is understood and agreed that: 

1. The term “farm equipment” in- 
cludes only those items of machinery, 
equipment, attachments, and repair or 
replacement parts listed in Schedule A 
hereof. 

2. Appropriate representatives of the 
Business and Defense Services Admin- 
istration will make recommendations to 
appropriate representatives of the De- 
partment of Agriculture regarding emer- 
gency distribution of farm machinery 
and equipment items for off-farm use 
other than civil defense. The Department 
of Agriculture will instruct its repre- 
sentatives to give full consideration to 
these recommendations in accordance 
with then current priorities and alloca- 
tions policy of the Federal Government. 
(This recognizes that although these 
items are primarily for use on farms, 
some are used for other purposes and 
may be needed for emergency off-farm 
use.) 

3. This document supersedes and can- 
cels any prior memoranda of agreement 
between the aforementioned agencies on 
the scope of the term “farm equipment.” 

The functions of the Secretary of 
Commerce referred to above have been 
delegated to the Administrator of the 
Business and Defense Services Admin- 
istration (Department Order No. 152, 
Revised, 29 F.R. 5408) and the functions 
of the Secretary of Agriculture to the 
Administrator of the Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation Service (33 
F.R. 6251-6253). 


Signed at Washington, D.C. 
Dated: July 31, 1968. 


AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE. 
H. D. GopFrey, 
Administrator. 


Dated: August 21, 1968. 


BUSINESS AND DEFENSE SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION, 
Forrest D. HOCKERSMITH, 
Acting Administrator. 


SCHEDULE A 


Irrigation distribution equipment: 

Attachments for farm irrigation equip- 
ment. 

Fittings, irrigation. 

Gates, flood, irrigation. 

Pipe or tubing, aluminum (converted for 
portable irrigation systems) . 

Risers, irrigation. 

Sprinkler heads, irrigation (excluding lawn 
sprinklers). 

Syphons, irrigation. 

Valves, irrigation. 


NOTICES 


ScHEDULE A—Continued 


Plows and listers: 

Attachments for plows and listers (except 
planting attachments). 

Bedders, with or without planting attach- 
ments, drawn or mounted. 

Cutters, root. 

Listers, with or without planting attach- 
ments, drawn or mounted. 

Middlebusters, with or without planting 
attachments, drawn or mounted. 

Plow stocks. 

Plows, cane-row. 

Plows, cylinder. 

Plows, disk, including one-way, horse and 
tractor drawn or tracter mounted. 

Plows, harrow. 

Plows, moldboard, horse and tractor drawn 
or tractor mounted. é 

Plows, rotary-tiller, field type. 

Plows, subsoil. 

Plows, terracing and ditching. 

Ridgebusters, with or without planting 
attachments, drawn or mounted. 

Tillers, basin. 

Tillers, disk. 


Tractors, wheel, under 150 belt h.p., except 
those manufactured specifically for non- 
farm use and those over 150 belt h.p. 
manufactured specifically for farm use: 

Attachments, wheel tractor, except garden. 

Tractors, wheel, all purpose, except garden. 

Tractors, wheel, except all purpose and 
garden. 

Planting, seeding, 
machinery: 

Attachments for fertilizing and liming 
equipment. 

Attachments for planting and seeding 
equipment, including planting attach- 
ments for other farm machinery and 
other equipment. 

Broadcast seeders, endgate. 

Broadcast seeders, hand, wheelbarrow and 
other. 

Broadcast seeders, wheeled, horse or 
tractor drawn. 

Cutters, potato. 

Drills, beet and bean, horse or tractor 
drawn or tractor mounted. 

Drills, grain, including fertilizer, horse 
or tractor drawn or tractor mounted. 

Fertilizer distributors, horse or tractor 
drawn or tractor mounted. 

Field markers. 

Lime spreaders, endgate or trailer types. 

Lime spreaders, truck body type. 

Lime spreaders, wheeled hopper type, horse 
or tractor drawn. 

Limestone pulverizers, farm size under 14 
inches. 

Loaders, manure, including liquid manure. 

Planters, beet and bean. 

Planters, cane. 


Planters, corn and cotton, or peanut, horse 
or tractor drawn or tractor mounted. 

Planters, corn, horse or tractor drawn or 
tractor mounted. 

Planters, garden or vegetable, horse or 
tractor drawn or tractor mounted. 

Planters, legume and grass. 

Planters, potato, horse or tractor drawn or 
tractor mounted. 

Pumps, liquid manure. 

Spreaders, manure, including liquid 
manure, horse or tractor drawn or 
tractor mounted. 


Transplanters. 
Harrows, rollers, 

cutters: 

Attachments for harrows, rollers, pulver- 
izers, and stalk cutters. 

Combination harrows and rollers. 

Cutters, brush, stalk, weed, rotary blade, 
farm type. 

Harrows, disk, bush and bog. 

Harrows, disk, cane. 


fertilizing and liming 


pulverizers, and stalk 


ScHEDULE A—Continued 


Harrows, rollers, pulverizers, 
cutters—Continued 

Harrows, disk, horse or tractor drawn or 
tractor mounted, including tool-bar 
type. 

Harrows, disk, offset. 

Harrows, spike-tooth. 

Harrows, spring-tooth. 

Pulverizers, stalk. 

Rollers, land, excluding lawn rollers. 

Shredders, brush. 

Shredders, stalk. 

Soil pulverizers and packers. 

Stubble shavers, cane. 

Harvesting machinery: 

Attachments for harvesting machinery. 

Aprons, cups, gutters, and bark-chipping 
hacks, crude pine gum and maple sirup. 

Binders,corn. . 

Binders, grain and rice. 

Binders, hemp. 

Blowers, forage. 

Blowers, grain (farm size). 

Combines, harvester-thresher, pull type. 

Combines, harvester-thresher, self-pro- 
pelled, including corn heads. 

Combines, peanut. 

Cutters and pullers, bean. 

Diggers and pickers, potato. 

Diggers, shakers, and windrowers, peanut. 

Forage boxes and carriages for mounting 
these boxes, self-propelled or pull type. 

Forage harvesters, field, including basic 
unit and ensilage (row-crop)* and field 
hay chopper attachments. 

Harvesters, beet. 

Harvesters, broom corn. 

Harvesters, castor bean, stripper type. 

Harvesters, cotton, stripper. 

Harvesters, cranberry. 

Harvesters, green pea and bean. 

Harvesters, nut and fruit. 

Harvesters or cutters, corn. 

Harvesters or strippers, grass seed. 

Harvesters, potato. 

Harvesters, vegetable. 

Harvesters, sweet corn. 

Harvesters, tobacco. 

Harvesting equipment, maple sugar col- 
lecting. 

Harvesting equipment, sugar beet. 

Harvesting equipment, sugar cane. 

Loading equipment, beet and cane, farm 
type. 

Pickers and threshers, peanut. 

Pickers, corn attachment for combines. 

Pickers, corn, mounted. 

Pickers, corn, pull-type. 

Pickers, corn, self-propelled. 

Pickers, cotton, spindle type. 

Pickers, hop. 

Pickers-shellers, corn, drawn or mounted. 

Pickers-shellers, self-propelled. 

Pullers and pickers vegetable. 

Pullers, flax. 

Swathers. 

Threshers, stationary, grain, rice, and 
Alfalfa. 

Threshers, stationary, pea and bean. 

Windrowers, drawn. 

Windrowers, mounted. 

Windrowers, self-propelled. 

Haying machinery: 

Attachments for haying machinery. 

Bale loaders, field. : 

Balers, pickup, hay and straw, power take- 
off or auxiliary engine-powered, or self- 
propelled, twine or wire tie. 

Balers, stationary, hay and straw. 

Conditioners, hay crushers and crimpers. 

Loaders, loose hay. 

Mowers, excluding lawn mowers, horse or 
tractor drawn or tractor mounted or 
semimounted. 

Rakes, side delivery, including combination 
side rakes and tedders. 

Rakes, sulky (dump). 

Rakes, sweep or buck. 

Stackers, including combination stacker- 
loaders. 


and stalk 
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ScHEDULE A—Continued 


Tractors, garden type, and motor tillers: 
Attachments for tractors, garden type, and 

motor tillers. 

Motor tillers. 

Tractors, garden type. 

Sprayers and dusters, agricultural: 
Attachments for sprayers and dusters. 
Dusters, hand. 

Dusters, power engine driven and power 
take-off. 

Dusters, traction. 

Pumps, sprayer, hand. 

Pumps, power, engine driven and power 
take-off. 

Sprayers, power, self-propelled. 

Sprayers, power, not self-propelled. 

Sprayers, hand, under i gallon. 

Sprayers, hand, 1 gallon and over. 

Sprayers, hose end. 

Sprayers, flame. 

Dairy machinery and equipment, farm type. 
Attachments for dairy farm machines and 

equipment. 

Butter-making equipment, 
churns and molds. 

Coolers, milk, farm, not mechanically re- 
frigerated, including tank and immer- 
sion, and surface tubular types. 

Milk transfer units. 

Milking machines, portable, complete with 
self-contained power unit. 

Milking machines, stationary installations. 

Pasteurizers, milk, farm home size. 

Racks, milk can. 

Separators, cream, under 1,500 pounds per 
hour, hand or power operated. 

Stirrers, milk and cream. 

Strainers, milk. 

Tanks, sterilizing and washing, and bulk 
milk holding and cooling, farm type. 

Water heaters, dairy and milk room. 

Cultivators and weeders: 

Attachments for cultivators and weeders. 

Blockers, mechanical, sugar beet. 

Choppers, mechanical, cotton. 

Cultivators, beet, bean, and vegetable. 

Cultivators, cane. 

Cultivators, field, including chisels and 
orchard cultivators, horse or tractor 
drawn or tractor mounted. 

Cultivators, flame. 

Cultivators, hand, wheel type. 

Cultivators, rotary, including rotary hoes. 

Cultivators, row-crop, all types, horse or 
tractor drawn or tractor mounted. 

Thinners, beet and vegetable. 

Tillers, field, including wing and disk hoes, 
horse or tractor drawn or tractor 
mounted. 

Tool bars and tool-bar carriers. 

Weeders, cyclone. 

Weeders, rod and blade. 

Weeders, tooth, horse or tractor drawn or 
tractor mounted. 

Machinery for preparing crops for market 

and for use: 

Attachments for machines for preparing 
crops for market and for use. 

Balers, broom corn. 

Bunchers and tiers, vegetable, farm type. 

Cane mills, farm size. 

Cane sirup evaporators, farm type, in- 
cluding complete sets of pans and 
furnaces. 

Cider mills and fruit presses, farm size. 

Cleaners and graders, farm type, grain and 
seed. 

Curers, tobacco. 

Deseeders, broom corn. 

Detasselers, corn. 

Driers, grain, hay, and seed, portable and 
stationary, farm size. 

Ensilage cutters (silo fillers). 

Feed cutters, hand and power. 

Feed grinders and crushers (farm), hand 
and power, including burr type, hammer 
type, and roughage mills. 

Grinder-mixers (combination), farm type. 


including 
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! 


Machinery for preparing crops for market 


and for use—Continued 

Hullers and cleaners, castor bean, field 
type. 

Hullers, graders, sackers, conveyors, farm 
type (nut and seed). 

Huskers and shredders, corn, including 
combination husker-shredders. 

Maple sirup evaporators, farm size, in- 
cluding complete sets of pans and 
furnaces. 

Mixers, farm feed type (except concrete 
mixers). 

Shellers, corn, hand and power. 

Sorters and graders, potato. 

Sorters, graders, washers, sackers and con- 


veyors (farm type), fruit and vegetable. ° 


Toppers, vegetable. 

Treaters, seed, farm type. 

Wood-sawing machines, farm, including 
self-powered cross-cut and drag, 5-horse- 
power and less. 


Poultry machinery and equipment: 


Attachments for poultry farm machines 
and equipment. 

Bands, leg and wing, poultry. 

Baskets, egg. 

Batteries, growing and laying. 

Boxes, grit. 

Brooders, poultry. 

Cages, including power-driven feeders and 
cleaners. 

Candlers, egg. 

Caps, chimney. 

Carts, feed. 

Catchers, fowl. 

Cleaners, poultry house, power-driven. 

Cones, killing. 

Coolers, including humidifiers, egg. 

Equalizers, draft. 

Feeders, poultry, 
power-driven. 

Gatherers, egg, including power-driven. 

Graders, egg. 

Heaters, water, poultry. 

Incubators, poultry. 

Nests. 

Punches, poultry. 

Saddles, turkey. 

Washers, egg, farm size. 

Waterers, including automatic, poultry. 


including mechanical 


Elevators and blowers, farm type: 


Attachments for farm elevators. 
Elevators, portable, auger, farm size. 
Elevators, portable, chain type. 
Elevators, stationary, farm size. 


Barn and barnyard equipment: 


Attachments for barn and barnyard equip- 
ment. 

Applicators, insecticide, livestock. 

Branding equipment, livestock. 

Brooders, lamb. 

Brooders, pig» 

Carriers, hay. 

Carriers, litter and feed, overhead and 
track. 

Cattle prods. 

Chains, halter. 

Cleaners, barn, feeding yard and hog lot, 
automatic. 

Clippers and shearing machines, power, 
livestock. 

Cookers, feed. 

Currycombs. 

Dehorning equipment, cattle. 

Drinking cups, livestock. 

Feeders, livestock, all types, including milk- 
ing parlor type. 

Heaters, tank, livestock. 

Hoists, hay. 

Kickers, anticow. 

Oilers, hog. 

Pens, livestock, including pig nursery. 

Ringers, bull. 

Ringers, hog. 

Rings, hog. 

Slings, hay. 

Staffs, bull. 

Stalls and fittings, including grates, cattle. 


“ 


Farm earthmoving equipment, 


12857 


ScHEDULE A—Continued 


Barn and barnyard equipment—Continued 


Stalls and crates, farrowing. 

Stanchions and fittings, cattle. 

Tags, identification, livestock. 

Tanks, bulk feed storage, farm. 

Tanks, livestock dipping. 

Tanks, livestock. 

Trainers, livestock. 

Troughs, hog. 

Trucks, feed, not motor. 

Unloaders, silo. 

Ventilating units, livestock, barn. 

Watering bowls, livestock. 

Waterers, livestock. 

Weaners, calf. 

pulled or 
pushed, not self-propelled: 

Attachments for farm earthmoving equip- 
ment. 

Blade ditchers and terracers. 

Corrugators. 

Dozers, blades designed for farm-use wheel- 
type tractors. 

Land levelers. 

One-disk terracers. 

Scrapers, farm type. 


Farm machinery and equipment, n.e.c.: 


Attachments for farm machines and equip- 
ment, n.e.c. 

Beehives. 

Beekeepers supplies, n.e.c. 

Bug-catchers, power driven. 

Controllers and accessories, electric fence. 

Diggers, post-hole, tractor mourtted, farm 
type. 

Extractors, honey. 

Heaters, beehive, electric. 

Orchard heaters and smudge pots. 

Post drivers and pullers, power, farm type. 

Shoes, horse, mule, oxen, wrought iron. 

Stone pickers, farm type. 

Stump pullers, farm type. 

Wind frost protection machines. 

Windmill heads. 

Windmill towers. 


Water supply equipment, farm, except irriga- 


tion: 

Attachments for farm water supply equip- 
ment (except irrigation). 

Jacks, pump. 

Pumps, hand and windmill other than 
pitcher. 

Pumps, pitcher. 

Water systems, domestic, deepwell, jet. 

Water systems, domestic, deep well, nonjet. 

Water systems, domestic, shallow-well, jet. 

Water systems, domestic, shallow-well, non- 
jet. 


Farm wagons and other farm transportation 


equipment, trucks, not motor powered: 

Attachments for farm transportation 
equipment (not motor). 

Boxes and racks for mounting on wagons, 
trucks, and trailer gears. 

Boxes with integral running gear, grain 
and forage types. 

Buggies and spring wagons, farm, horse 
drawn. 

Gears, farm trailer. 

Gears, farm truck, less box (not motor). 

Gears, wagon, less box, horse drawn. 

Sleighs and bobsleds, farm. 

Sulkies, farm. 

Trailers, farm. 

Trucks, farm (not motor). 

Trucks, tobacco (not motor). 

Wagon, dump. 

Wagon and manure spreader unloaders. 

Wagons, carts, sleds, and water carts, cane. 

Wagons, farm, horse drawn. 


Silos and parts: 
Repair and replacement parts: 


Parts manufactured specifically for use in 
the maintenance and repair of the farm 
equipment (including plowshares and 
disk blades) listed above in _ this 
Schedule A. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10997; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 


8:51 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


ESTABLISHMENTS SLAUGHTERING HUMANELY—Continued 


Name of establishment 


Establishment No. Cattle Calves Sheep 


Clayton Packing © lS ince eaeccinetesiaeen 
Clayton weet ° 237 


South Side pias CS EE 


Quality Packinghouse, ieee og pete 2435 
New Butte nS Co 
I Si rl weirs ‘ 


SX 4 OS eee 2450 i casipersiadlia lie 


Rocky Mountain ae Co., Inc 

Wenning Packing Co 

Springfield Dressed Beef, Inc 

Margolin Packing Co 

J.W. Treuth & Sons, Inc- 

Manassas Frozen Foods--- 

H. P. Beal & Sons, Inc 

Wagner Provision Co., Inc............-.- 277 
Stoeven Bres 4 
Blue Mountain Meats....._..........---- 28: 
Granite Meat & Livestock Co............ 2856 
Zweigart Packing Corp 2863. 
Fort Plain Packing Co., Inc...........--. 
Bawe Peaking Ce., ine. ................ 228 
Johnston Dressed Beef & Veal, Inc i 
William C. Parke & Son 

Hohener Meat Co., Inc 

L. & B. Meat Co., Inc 

Chico Dressed Meat Co 

Mount Vernon Meat Co., Inc 

McRae Packing Co 

Florence Packing Co., Inc_-. 

Davis Meat Co 


Prime Meat Products Co 
Green Hill, Inc 

George H. Meyer Sons, Inc 
Guard Hill Meats, Inc 
Portsmouth Dressed Beef, Inc 
C. Rice Packing Co., Inc 
Martin’s Abattoir 

Penn Haven Meats 

Odom Sausage Co 

Jones Packing Co 

Deming Packing Co 
Chaparral Packing Co 


Swine Horses 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day of September, 1968. 


R. K. SoMErs, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Consumer and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68—10996; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER AT 
SNOHOMISH COUNTY AIRPORT 
(PAINE FIELD), EVERETT, WASH. 


Notice of Establishment 


Notice is hereby given that on or about 
October 1, 1968, the FAA will assume op- 
eration of the air traffic control tower 
at Snohomish County Airport (Paine 
Field), Everett, Washington. This tower 
has been operated by the Air Force. The 
control tower will operate from 0700 to 
2300 local time daily. Written communi- 
cations to the facility should be ad- 
dressed as follows: 

FAA Airport Traffic Control Tower, Building 


201, Snohomish County Airport (Paine 
Field) , Everett, Wash. 98201. 


(Sec. 307 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 US.C. 1348) 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Au- 
gust 29, 1968. 
Arvin O. BASNIGHT, 
Director, Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10948; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—-WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-170] 


ARMED FORCES RADIOBIOLOGY 
RESEARCH INSTITUTE 


Notice of Issuance of Facility 
License Amendment 


No request for a hearing or petition 
for leave to intervene having been filed 
following publication of the notice of 
proposed action in the FepERAL REGISTER 
on August 13, 1968 (33 F.R. 11473), the 
Atomic Energy Commission has issued, 
in the form set forth in that notice, 
Amendment No. 13 to Facility License 
No. R-84 to the Armed Forces Radiobiol- 
ogy Research Institute (AFRRI). 

The amendment authorizes AFRRI to 
operate its TRIGA Mark F nuclear reac- 
tor located on the National Naval Medi- 
cal Center site in Bethesda, Md., at 
steady-state power levels up to a maxi- 
mum of 1,000 thermal kilowatts. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 29th day 
of August 1968. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


DonaLa J. SKOVHOLT, 
Assistant Director for Reactor 
Operations, Division of Reac- 
tor Licensing. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10922; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 50-300] 
NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Application 
for Utilization Facility License 


Please take notice that Niagara Mo- 
hawk Power Corp., 300 Erie Boulevard 
West, Syracuse, N.Y., by letter dated 
August 20, 1968, has withdrawn its appli- 
cation for a license to construct and 
operate a nuclear reactor on the east side 
of the Hudson River approximately 22 
miles north of Albany, N.Y. A copy of the 
letter of withdrawal is available for in- 
spection in the AEC’s Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
Ds. 

Notice of receipt of the application was 
published in the FEpErRAL REGISTER on 
August 24, 1967, 32 F.R. 12197. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30th day 
of August 1968. 


For the Atomic Energy Commision. 


PETER A. Morris, 
Director, 
Division of Reactor Licensing. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10923; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 50-243] 
OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY 


Notice of Issuance of Facility 
License Amendment 


The Atomic Energy Commission has 
issued Amendment No. 1, as set forth 
below and effective as of the date of issu- 
ance, to Facility License No. R—-106. The 
license authorizes Oregon State Univer- 
sity to operate its TRIGA-type nuclear 
reactor located at Corvallis, Oreg. The 
amendment authorizes the University to 
use a three (3) curie sealed americium- 
beryllium neutron source for reactor 
start-up as an alternate to the presently 
authorized sealed polonium-beryllium 
neutron source, as described in the Uni- 
versity’s application for license amend- 
ment dated July 11, 1968. 

Within fifteen (15) days from the date 


of publication of this notice in the Fep-- 


ERAL REGISTER, the applicant may file a 
request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by the 


issuance of this amendment may file a. 


petition for leave to intervene. A request 
for hearing and petitions to intervene 
shall be filed in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Commission’s rules of prac- 
tice, 10 CFR Part 2. If a request for a 
hearing or a petition for leave to inter- 
vene is filed within the time prescribed 
in this notice, the Commission will issue 
a notice of hearing or an appropriate 
order. 

For further details with respect to this 
amendment, see (1) the licensee’s appli- 
cation for license amendment dated July 
11, 1968, and (2) a related Safety Evalua- 
tion prepared by the Division of Reactor 
Licensing, both of which are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. A copy of item 
(2) above may be obtained at the Com- 
mission’s Public Document Room or upon 


1968 


os! 
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request addressed to the Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545, 
Attention: Director, Division of Reactor 
Licensing. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 29th day 
of August 1968. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


Donatp J. SKOVHOLT, 
Assistant Director for Reactor 
Operations, Division of Re- 
actor Licensing 


[License R-106, Amdt. 1] 


The Atomic Energy Commission has 
found that: 

a. Oregon State University’s application 
for license amendment dated July 11, 1968, 
complies with the requirements of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 
the Commission’s regulations set forth in 
Title 10, Chapter 1, CFR; 

b. Operation of the reactor in accordance 
with the license, as amended, will not be 
inimical to the common defense and security 
or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

c. Prior public notice of proposed issuance 
of this amendment is not required since the 
amendment does not involve significant 
hazard considerations different from those 
previously evaluated. 

Facility License No. R-106, issued to 
Oregon State University, is hereby amended 
by revising subparagraph 2.C. in its entirety 
to read as follows: 

2.C. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR, 
Chapter 1, Part 30—“Rules of General Ap- 
plicability to Licensing of Byproduct Ma- 
terial”, to receive, possess and use a 7-curie 
sealed polonium-210 beryllium neutron 
source and a 3-curie sealed americium-241 
beryllium neutron source, either of which 
may be used for reactor startup, and to 
possess, but not to separate, such byproduct 
material as may be produced by operation 
of the reactor. 


This amendment is effective as of the date 
of issuance. 


Date of issuance: August 29, 1968. 
For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


DoNaLp J. SKOVHOLT, 
Assistant Director for Reactor Op- 


erations, Division of Reactor 
Licensing. 
[F.R. Doc.. 68-10924; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19879; Order 68-9-11] 
AIRBORNE FREIGHT CORP. ET AL. 


Order of Tentative Approval Regard- 
ing Interlocking Relationships 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 5th day of September 1968. 

By Order 68-7-91, July 18, 1968, the 
Board afforded interested persons an 
opportunity to file comments or to re- 
quest a hearing with respect to a joint 
application of Airborne Freight Corp., 
a Delaware corporation (Airborne, Del.), 
and an applicant for domestic and inter- 
national air freight forwarding author- 
ity, Airborne Freight Corp. (Airborne, 









NOTICES 





Cal.), a California domestic and inter- 
national air freight forwarder and Pa- 
cific Air Freight, Inc. (Pacific), a Wash- 
ington domestic and international air 
freight forwarder. Applicants request 
approval (1) without hearing pursuant 
to section 408 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (the Act), of 
an agreement and plan of merger be- 
tween the latter two companies into the 
newly organized corporation, Airborne, 
Del.; and (2) of interlocking relation- 
ships pursuant to section 409 of the Act 
that will be created by reason of Mr. J. 
D. McPherson becoming chairman of the 
board and Mr. D. K. Sherman becoming 
vice-president of Airborne, Del., while 
each holds the position of director in 
Airborne Meadows Australia Pty., Ltd. 
(AMA), an Australian air freight for- 
warder. 


On August 2, 1968, the applicants filed 
comments in further support of the ap- 
plication, and on August 16, 1968, the 
Department of Justice submitted com- 
ments on the application. On August 
26, 1968, the applicants filed a motion 
for leave to file an otherwise unauthor- 
ized document submitting further com- 
ments with respect to Order 68—7-91, 
and a motion to withhold from public 
disclosure certain material concerning 
Airborne’s critical financial condition. 

The applicants state that the merger 
would permit the surviving company to 
maintain and develop its service to traffic 
generating cities which are presently 
marginal and to expand such service to 
other cities which cannot economically 
support the services of the individual 
existing concerns; that absent the 
merger, in light of Airborne’s precarious 
financial position, many of the marginal 
cities would not receive the services of 
Airborne, or most probably Pacific; that 
the merger will afford an opportunity to 
effect economies through elimination of 
some duplicate facilities and functions,’ 
and will permit the combined enterprise 
to have greater depth in management, 
and that these benefits will enable the 
surviving company to achieve the finan- 
cial stability necessary to keep abreast 
of growing market demand. 

Applicants’ response also contains new 
matter relating to Airborne, Cal.’s pres- 
ent critical financial position. The appli- 
cants state that for the 12-month period 
ended March 31, 1968, Airborne, Cal. sus- 
tained an operating loss of $883,680; that 
as of March 31, 1968, the forwarder had 
failed to meet a working capital require- 
ment of $1,200,000 pursuant to the terms 
of a long-term bank loan in the same 
amount; that the requirement was there- 
after temporarily reduced to $900,000 
for a period ending September 15, 1968, 
subject to the conditions that Airborne, 
Cal. will by that time have merged with 
Pacific, and filed with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission a _ registration 


1 The proposed merger will permit Airborne 
and Pacific to serve 30 cities in common, in- 
cluding nine heavy traffic generators. The 
combined enterprise will operate a network 
of 48 company-owned and company-operated 
stations. 
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statement to raise at least $3 million, or 
face possible acceleration of the ma- 
turity of its bank loan and a further 
decrease of its working capital; and that 
it has additional outstanding short-term 
bank loans totaling $500,000, due in the 
near future. Further, the applicants state 
that since March 31, 1968, Airborne has 
sustained additional operating losses of 
$115,000 in April and $89,000 in May; 
that its working capital has shrunk 50 
percent below its December 31, 1967 level; 
and that it has expended $1,274,000 for 
buildings and facilities under commit- 
ments made in 1966 and 1967. Applicants 
contend that the proposed merger is the 
only feasible solution and available al- 
ternative to Airborne’s continuing fur- 
ther on its own under staggering financial 
burdens. 

The Justice Department’s comments 
relate essentially to two matters: (a) 
There is presented an analysis of the 
proposed merger in the light of section 7 
of the Clayton Act. Justice contends that 
within domestic air cargo transportation, 
air freight forwarding alone constitutes 
a distinct line of commerce for consider- 
ing the competitive effects of the merger. 
Noting the substantial concentration in 
the air freight forwarding industry, the 
Justice Department analyzes the market 
shares * of the combined Airborne-Pacific 
operation and concludes under its as- 
sumptions that the proposed merger will 
create the probability of a substantial 
lessening of competition; (b) Comment 
is also directed to Airborne’s allegations 
that Airborne is on the verge of finan- 
cial collapse. The Department states that 
the company’s difficulties need not be 
terminal, and that the cost control pro- 
cedures, including the closing of a num- 
ber of marginal stations, should be effec- 
tive in view of the expanding industry 
revenues and competitive advantages 

by Airborne. 

By way of reply, the applicants urge 
that for the air freight forwarder, as 
well as the direct air carrier, the eco- 
nomically significant market is all cargo 
transportation, i.e., traffic currently mov- 
ing by air, and surface traffic susceptible 
to conversion to air transportation. 

Regarding Justice’s identification of 
the industry as one providing a “cluster 
of services” which distinguish air freight 
forwarders from direct air carriers and 
creating a “sub-market” appropriate for 
competitive measurement, the applicants 
allege that the air freight forwarder 
industry in fact has no cluster of special 
services or advantages. 

Although the composition of the air 
freight forwarder industry’s top 10 has 
remained relatively constant since 1961, 
applicants contend that it by no means 


follows that the proposed merger would 


?With respect to the relevant section of 
the country, Justice contends that there are 
three economically significant geographic 
markets which “correspond to the commer- 
cial realities’: (1) The national market, (2) 
city pairs in which Airborne and Pacific now 
effectively compete, and (3) domestic cities 
generating shipments in which the applicants 
effectively compete. 
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come close to creating a restraint on com- 
petition. There are at least three signifi- 
cantly distinguishing features from other 
mergers involving either general indus- 
trial companies or even direct air car- 
riers. They argue that there is substantial 
freedom of entry into air freight for- 
warding; that there are no restrictions 
on new or existing air freight for- 
warders entering any market, present or 
potential, or serving any point; and that 
the rate of growth of air freight for- 
warding has far exceeded that of con- 
ventional manufacturing industries and 
the air passenger industry itself. 

According to the applicants, the pro- 
posed merger will in fact provide more 
effective competition to the largest for- 
warder (Emery) in markets in which it 
now has a dominant position, as well 
as to other large forwarders who dom- 
inate certain markets. 

Airborne has submitted further finan- 
cial data (updated since its initial 
response to the Board’s order) indi- 
cating that Board approval of the pro- 
posed merger is the only solution to the 
financial crisis which it faces.* 

No other comments relative to the ap- 
plication have been received nor have 
there been any requests for a hearing. 

Upon consideration of the joint ap- 
plication it is concluded that Airborne, 
Cal. and Pacific are air carriers within 
the meaning of section 408 of the 
Act. Further, upon consideration of the 
joint application, the comments of Jus- 
tice, and: those of the applicants, we 
have tentatively decided to approve the 
merger pursuant to the third proviso 
of section 408 of the Act. In this respect, 
we conclude tentatively that the trans- 
action does not affect the control of an 
air carrier engaged in the operation of 
aircraft in air transportation, and does 
not result in creating a monopoly. In 
view of the failing financial condition 
of Airborne, we make a further finding 
which under different economic cir- 
cumstances might be subject to some 
question: We find tentatively that the 
transaction does not tend to restrict 
competition. Furthermore, no person 
disclosing a substantial interest in the 
proceeding is currently requesting a 
hearing; and it is concluded that the 
public interest does not require a hear- 
ing. Finally, we conclude that approval 
of the merger would not be inconsistent 
with the public interest. We will grant 
the motion of the applicants for leave 
to file an unauthorized document and 
the motion of Airborne requesting con- 
fidential treament of certain information 
filed with the Board relating to Air- 
borne’s financial condition. 

Our conclusions that the transaction 
will not affect the control of a direct air 
carrier and will not result in creation of 
a monopoly are clear and uncontro- 
verted, and the reasons for our conclu- 
sions need not be discussed further. The 
only substantial problem is whether this 


We will not recite the specific details 
of this part of Airborne’s submission since 
the carrier has requested confidential treat- 
ment. 


NOTICES 


merger would tend to restrain competi- 
tion. The applicant and the Department 
of Justice have argued at length their 
divergent views on the issue of what con- 
stitutes the relevant market. If the mar- 
ket is deemed to be air freight forward- 
ing alone, the market share of the 
merged forwarder would obviously be 
substantial, while the forwarder’s share 
of an overall air cargo market would be 
considerably smaller. We need not re- 
solve that issue, however, since we view 
this as a case turning on the dire finan- 
cial condition of Airborne. 

It appears that Airborne is no longer 
able to meet all of its financial obliga- 
tions as they become due. According to 
Airborne, it has passed in recent months 
to a substantial deficit in earned surplus 
and is seriously short of cash. Substan- 
tial monthly losses are purportedly~con- 
tinuing and the due dates on large obli- 
gations to banks and other carriers are 
imminent. The company alleges that its 
working capital has fallen far below the 
negotiated minimum necessary to avoid 
foreclosure of a bank loan for more than 
$1 million.‘ 

There appears to be no feasible al- 
ternative method, short of the proposed 
merger, for upholding the financial via- 
bility of the company. The entire net 
worth of the company is stated to be 
already pledged to cover existing loans. 
Airborne’s efforts to improve its liquidity 
by the sale of physical assets appear to 
have failed. We do not believe that the 
closing of stations is an effective solution 
to Airborne’s financial crisis. Many of 
the expenses attendant to operation of 
these stations would undoubtedly con- 
tinue for some time. We believe that, as 
in the International Shoe case, the evi- 
dence before us “establishes the case of 
a corporation in failing circumstances, 
the recovery of which to a normal condi- 
tion [is], to say the least, in gravest 
doubt.” ° The financial plight of Airborne 
appears to be so serious that the possi- 
bility of rehabilitation through addi- 
tional borrowing or receivership must be 
rejected as “lying wholly within the 
realm of speculation.”*° The problems 
confronting Airborne are peculiar to that 
company and, in our judgment, cannot 
be resolved otherwise than by the pro- 
posed merger without running the very 
substantial risk that Airborne will be 
forced to cease operations as an air 
freight forwarder. Considering all of the 
circumstances affecting Airborne, we be- 
lieve that the doctrine of the Interna- 
tional Shoe case warrants approval of 
the merger. 

The merger of the two air freight for- 
warders into one business entity will offer 
advantages to the shipping public and a 
benefit to the constituent corporations, 
their stockholders, and employees, and, 
by creating a stronger, more viable 


*The information submitted by Airborne 
with a request for confidential treatment in- 


~- dicates that the decline of the company has 


continued since the first submission alleging 
that the company was in financial difficulty. 
5 International Shoe Co. v. F.T.C., 280 U.S. 
291, 301 (1930). 
*Id. 


company, will be beneficial to direct air 
carriers. Airborne, Cal. and Pacific are 
approximately the same size in volume 
of business and in number of personnel; 
they conduct overlapping operations in 
30 stations; and consolidating the busi- 
ness of the two companies can be easily 
effected and permit combined operations, 
with the continued employment of most 
of the present employees of the two com- 
panies, at a vastly improved profit level. 
The customers of both companies will re- 
ceive improved service through the com- 
bination of facilities, personnel, and ac- 
counting systems; no increase in air 
freight costs to the customers are ex- 
pected; consolidation of the two opera- 
tions will give the customers of both 
companies a network of 48 company- 
owned and company-operated stations: 
and Pacific’s customers will be offered 
greater service internationally by reason 
of having available the service of Air- 
borne’s 15 overseas offices. The merged 
forwarder should generate additional air 
freight at cities served in common by the 
merging companies resulting in increased 
revenues and reduced overhead. Under 
the circumstances we find the merger 
is in the public interest. 

We now turn to the additional matters 
contained in the applicants’ amendment 
filed on May 29, 1968. The applicants re- 
quested that the Board (1) disclaim jur- 
isdiction under section 408 over Airborne, 
Cal.’s acquisition on October 15, 1962, of 
a one-third stock interest in AMA; (2) 
alternatively, approve the control rela- 
tionship, if any, under section 408; and 
(3) approve the interlocking relationship 
existing by reason of the directorships of 
Messrs. McPherson and Sherman in 
AMA, while the former serves as presi- 
dent, director, and principal stockholder 
of Airborne, Cal., and the latter serves as 
vice president and director of that com- 
pany. The applicants also requested that 
the Board approve (1) the interlocking 
relationships existing by reason of Mr. 
Jack Y. H. Leong serving as vice presi- 
dent of Airborne, Cal., while he is the 
sole owner of all of the stock of Capital 
H.K.; and (2) the proposed acquisition 
by Airborne, Cal. of all of the outstanding 
shares of Capital H.K. from Mr. Leong, 
and subsequently all of the assets, subject 
to liabilities, of the latter company. 

Upon consideration of the matter pre- 
sented in the amendment to the applica- 
tion,” the Board has concluded that AMA 
and Capital H.K. are persons engaged in 
a phase of aeronautics within the mean- 
ing of section 408 of the Act. Also, on 
the basis of the facts presented it ap- 
pears that Airborne, Cal. may have the - 
power to control or influence the op- 
erations of AMA, and therefore, the 
Board has concluded that, in the absence 


*It appears that the control and inter- 
locking relationships involving Airborne, Cal. 
and AMA and the interlocking relationships 
involving Airborne, Cal. and Capital H.K. 
have been in existence since Oct. 15, 1962, and 
March 1968, respectively. Nevertheless, it has 
been decided not to enforce the doctrine 
expressed in Sherman Control and Inter- 
locking Relationships, 15 CAB 876 (1952) 
and to consider the application on its merits. 
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of any showing to the contrary, a dis- 
claimer of jurisdiction would not be war- 
ranted and that the control of AMA by 
Airborne is subject to section 408. Fur- 
ther, the Board has concluded that Air- 
porne, Cal.’s acquisition of all of the 
assets, subject to liabilities, of Capital 
H.K. through the purchase of all of the 
latter’s stock is also subject to section 
408. However, the Board has concluded 
tentatively that the control relationships 
do not affect a carrier directly engaged 
in the operation of aircraft in air trans- 
portation, do not result in a monopoly, 
do not tend to restrain competition, and 
are not inconsistent with the public in- 
terest. The Board has previously per- 
mitted essentially similar types of re- 
lationships and the instant application 
does not pose any substantive questions 
not previously considered by the Board.* 

Once the Board approves the various 
section 408 relationships, the interlocking 
relationships involved herein will be en- 
titled to the exemption from the provi- 
sions of section 409 afforded by section 
287.2 of the Board’s economic regula- 
tions. Consequently, we shall withhold 
action on the requests for section 409 ap- 
provals, and in the final order dismiss 
the application to the extent that it 
seeks relief under section 409. 

In view of the foregoing, the Board 
tentatively concludes that it should ap- 
prove without hearing, under the third 
proviso of section 408(b) of the Act, the 
merger of Airborne, Cal. and Pacific into 
Airborne, Del. and the various control 
relationships for which approval is 
sought herein. In accordance therewith, 
this order constituting notice of such 
intention will be published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, and interested persons will be 
afforded an opportunity to comment on 
the Board’s tentative decision. 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 


1. That the Attorney General be fur- 
nished a copy of this order within one 
day of publication; 

2. That interested persons are afforded 
a period of ten (10) days within which 
to file comments or request a hearing 
with respect to the Board’s proposed 
action on the application in Docket 
19879; ° 

3. That the request that the Board dis- 
claim jurisdiction under section 408 of 
the control by Airborne, Cal. of AMA, be 
and it hereby is denied; 


4. That the motion of the applicants 
in Docket 19879 for leave to file an un- 
authorized document, be and it hereby 
is granted; and 


5. That the motion of Airborne, Cal. 
in Docket 19879 to withhold from public 
disclosure, be and it hereby is granted. 


*Shulman et al., Control and Interlocking 
Relationships, 31 CAB 300 (1960). 

*® Such comments shall in all respects con- 
form to the requirements of the Board’s 
rules of practice for the filing of documents. 
Further, since an opportunity to file com- 
ments is provided for, petitions for recon- 
sideration of this order will not be enter- 
tained. 


NOTICES 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board.” 


Harowp R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10986; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 20012 etc.; Order 68-9-16] 
ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC., ET AL. 


Order Regarding Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
5th day of September 1968. 

Application of Allegheny Airlines, Inc., 
for amendment of its certificate of public 
convenience and necessity, Docket No. 
20012; Applications of American Airlines, 
Ine., and United Air Lines, Inc., under 
section 401 of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, Docket Nos. 20042 
and 20126. 

On July 1, 1968, Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc. (Allegheny), filed an application for 
amendment of its certificate of public 
convenience and necessity for Route 97, 
pursuant to Subpart M of Part 302 of the 
Board’s procedural regulations, to au- 
thorize it to provide, without subsidy 
eligibility, nonstop service between In- 
dianapolis, Ind., and New York, N.Y./ 
Newark, N.J., and between Dayton, Ohio, 
and New York, N.Y./Newark, N.J.* Alle- 
gheny has authority to serve New York 
and Newark as coterminals on its seg- 
ments 3(c), 3(d) (i), 6(a), 7(a), and 
7(b) (ii) and as an intermediate point 
(hyphenated) on segment 2. As a result 
of the recent merger of Allegheny and 
Lake Central Airlines, Inc.,? Allegheny 
may serve Indianapolis on segments 10 
(b), 11(a), 12(a), 12(b), 17, and 18, and 
Dayton on segments 12(a), 13, and 16. 

Statements in support of hearing 
Allegheny’s application under Subpart M 
procedures were filed by the Dayton 
Parties * and by the Indianapolis Parties.‘ 
Statements requesting dismissal were 
filed by Trans World Airlines, Inc. 
(TWA), and American Airlines, Inc. 
(American) .° 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, 
we do not find that Allegheny’s applica- 


1%©Member Minetti dissenting and issuing 
statement filed as part of the original docu- 
ment. 

1Each pair of points is requested in the 
form of a separate segment. 

? The. certificates were reissued as a single 
certificate for Route 97 in Order 68~-7-1, 
July 1, 1968. 

’ The city of Dayton, Ohio, and the Dayton 
Area Chamber of Commerce. 

*The Indianapolis Airport Authority and 
the Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce. 

*We will deny Allegheny’s July 12, 1968, 
motion for leave to file an otherwise un- 
authorized document, namely, an answer to 
the statements requesting dismissal, since 
answers are not provided for under Subpart 
M, and our action herein based on the 
authorized pleadings renders moot any need 
to consider the motion. 
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tion is not in compliance with, or is in- 
appropriate for processing under, the 
provisions of Subpart M. Accordingly, 
we order further proceedings pursuant to 
the provisions of Subpart M, $§ 302.1306— 
10, with respect to Allegheny’s applica- 
tion. ‘ 

American has separately moved for 
expedited hearing on its application in 
Docket 20042 for Indianapolis/Dayton- 
New York authority in accordance with 
Subparts A and I of Part 302, rather than 
Subpart M. The Dayton and Indianapolis 
parties, as well as Delta Air Lines, Inc. 
(Delta), filed answers in support of 
American’s motion; and Allegheny and 
TWA filed answers in opposition.’ United 
Air Lines, Inc. (United) filed a motion, 
on August 19, 1968, requesting identical 
relief with respect to its application for 
Dayton-New York authority in Docket 
20126. 

We have decided to deny the motions 
of American and United. 

The principal arguments advanced in 
support of the motions were considered 
and rejected by the Board when Subpart 
M was promulgated as a rule. Basically, 
these are, first, that Subpart M proce- 
dures are insufficient for the development 
of a full record in a case of this type; 
and second, that Subpart M procedures 
are not impartial in that they favor sub- 


_Sidized local service carrier applicants 


over trunk carrier applicants. We reject 
both arguments: Subpart M procedures 
fully protect, and afford equal treatment 
to, the procedural rights of all parties, 
including all competing applicants, and 
the decisional standards with respect to 
carrier selection are precisely the same 
as those applied in any other route pro- 
ceeding. 

Accordingly, we will deny American’s 
motion. American can, of course, file a 
motion for consolidation of its applica- 
tion with that of Allegheny pursuant to 
§ 302.1309 and thereby achieve its objec- 
tive of an expedited hearing on Indian- 
apolis/Dayton-New York route issues. 
United, Delta or any other carrier can do 
the same. 

For the foregoing reasons, we will also 
deny United’s motion in Docket 20126.’ 
We will defer ruling on United’s motion 
in Docket 20127 which asks expeditious 
consideration of an application to amend 
its existing transcontinental authority 
for Route 1 so as to add Dayton and Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, as intermediate points, and 
would therefore involve, inter alia, New 
York-Dayton authority. In this connec- 
tion, we note that Delta has filed a mo- 
tion for expeditious consideration of an 
application for transcontinental author- 
ity (Docket 18499) which includes 


*Allegheny and TWA also filed motions 
for leave to file unauthorized answer to 
Delta’s motion. We will deny these motions 
because good cause for their receipt has not 
been shown. 

* Although we have not yet received answers 
to United’s motion, pursuant to the time 


specified in the rule, the circumstances here 
are such that we will not wait for answers. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 177—-WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1968 





12866 


Indianapolis/Dayton-New York operat- 
ing rights. We will dispose of these mo- 
tions involving such additional authority 
in due course. 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 

1. That further proceedings pursuant 
to Subpart M, §§ 302.1306-10 of the pro- 
cedural regulations shall take place with 
respect to the application of Allegheny 
Airlines, Inc., in Docket 20012; 

2. That the motions of Allegheny Air- 
lines, Inc., and Trans World Airlines, 
Inc., for leave to file unauthorized docu- 
ments be and they hereby are denied; 

3. That the motion of American Air- 
lines, Inc., for expedited hearing in 
Docket 20042 be and hereby is denied; 
and 

4. That the motion of United Air Lines, 
Inc., for expedited hearing in Docket 
20126 be and hereby is denied. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10987; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 20135] 
GREAT LAKES AIRLINES LTD. 
Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference on the above-entitled 
application is assigned to be held on 
September 27, 1968, at 10 a.m., e.d.t., in 
Room 1027, Universal Building, 1825 Con- 
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., 
before Examiner Joseph L. Fitzmaurice. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 5, 1968. 


[SEAL] THomaAS L. WRENN, 


Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10988; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 am.] 


[Docket No. 20102] 
NORDAIR LTEE-NORDAIR LTD. 
Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference on the above-entitled ap- 
plication is assigned to be held on Sep- 
tember 26, 1968, 10 a.m., e.d.t., in Room 
1027, Universal Building, 1825 Connecti- 
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., be- 
fore Examiner Hyman Goldberg. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., September 
5, 1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 
Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10989; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 
[Docket No. 19617] 


NORTH CAROLINA POINTS SERVICE 
INVESTIGATION 


Notice of Change of Prehearing 
Conference Room 


Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 


NOTICES 


matter assigned to be held on September 
17, 1968, at 10 a.m., e.d.s.t., in Room 1027, 
will be held on the same date at the same 
time in Room 911, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


Dated at Washington, D.C, Septem- 
ber 5, 1968. 


[SEAL] JAMES S. KEITH, 


Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10990; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 20061] 
PACIFIC WESTERN AIRLINES, LTD. 
Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference on the above-entitled 
application is assigned to be held on 
September 19, 1968, at 10 a.m., e.d.t., in 
Room 1027, Universal Building, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
Dc., before Examiner Joseph L. 
Fitzmaurice. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 5, 1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 
Chief Examiner. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10991; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 19139] 
TAG AIRLINES, INC. 
Notice of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a public hear- 
ing in the above-entitled p: is 
assigned to be held on October 3, 1968, at 
10 a.m., e.d.t., in Room 911, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C., before the undersigned 
examiner. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details of this pro- 
ceeding, interested persons are referred 
to Orders E-26489, March 3, 1968, 68— 
7-88, July 17, 1968, and 68—7-172, July 31, 
1968, the Report of Prehearing Confer- 
ence served June 14, 1968, the Supple- 
mental Report of Prehearing Conference 
served July 2, 1968, the Report of Second 
Prehearing Conference served August 14, 
1968, and to the documents which are 
in the Docket of this case on file in the 
Docket Section of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 5, 1968. 
[SEAL] ROBERT M. JOHNSON, 

Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10992; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Notice of Revocation of Authority To 
Make Noncareer Executive Assign- 
ment 


Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv- 
ice Rule [TX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil 


Service Commission revokes the author- 
ity of the National Transportation Safety 
Board, Department of Transportation, to 
fill by noncareer executive assignment 
the position of Director, Bureau of Avia- 
tion Safety. This position is removed 
from the excepted service. 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SErv- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10955; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. RP69-5] 
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 


Notice of Proposed Changes in Rates 
and Charges 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 


Take notice that Northern Natural Gas 
Co. on August 27, 1968, tendered for filing 
proposed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Second Revised Volume No. 1, to become 
effective on September 27, 1968. The 
changes, refiected in Rate Schedule 
Tess—1, constitute promotional rates, dif- 
ferent from the various rates and charges 
effective on “September 27, 1968. The 
rates are proposed to help Northern’s 
resale customers attract eligible Total 
Energy and Prime Mover consumers as 
purchasers of firm gas. 

In addition to stating the Tess rate for 
each of Northern’s rate zones, the Tess-1 
Rate Schedule provides that the promo- 
tional rate shall be available for gas 
resold to Total Energy and Prime Mover 
consumers for terms not exceeding 5 
years, up to an annual aggregate sales 
volume for all Tess consumers of 9,000,000 
Mcf in the fifth year of the Rate Sched- 
ule, with certain provisions concerning 
minimum bills, overruns, definitions, and 
routine terms and conditions. The rates 
are designed to equate to a 75 percent 
load factor of the rates which have been 
suspended in Docket No. RP69-1. North- 
ern intends to make changes in its Tess 
rates commensurate with any final Com- 
mission order in Docket No. RP69-1 to 
maintain Tess rates at the 75 percent 
load factor equivalent of its Contract 
Demand rates. 

Northern states that a service agree- 
ment between Northern and its resale 
customers covering each consumer under 
Tess will be filed prior to the time service 
is initiated and that Northern will apply 
for all requiste certificate authority prior 
to the sale of any gas under the Tess—1 
Rate Schedule. Northern requests waiver 
of the requirements of § 154.63 and of 
other regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act to the extent Northern’s filing may 
not contain some submittals usually re- 
quired by those regulations. 

Northern had previously filed similar 
promotional rates proposed to be effective 
June 15, 1968. However, by letter dated 
June 12, 1968, Northern requested that 
the filing be held in abeyance. The filing 
of August 27, 1968, supersedes the earlier 
proposal. 


[SEAL] 
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Copies of the proposed tariff changes 
were served on all of Northern’s cus- 
tomers and interested state commissions. 

Protests, petitions to intervene, or 
notices of intervention may be filed with 
the Federal Power Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20426, pursuant to the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
on or before September 19, 1968. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10958; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. E~7440] 


ALABAMA WATER IMPROVEMENT 
COMMISSION AND ALABAMA 
POWER CO. 


Order Instituting Investigation, Con- 
solidating Proceedings, Granting 
Intervention, and Denying Motion 
To Dismiss 

SEPTEMBER 3, 1968. 


On December 4, 1967, the Water Im- 
provement Commission of the State of 
Alabama (AWIC) filed a complaint **in 
which it alleged that the proposed opera- 
tion by the Alabama Power Co. (Li- 
censee) of its hydroelectric power fa- 
cilities at the U.S. Holt Lock and Dam on 
the Warrior River (Project No. 2203), 
will substantially and materially affect 
the downstream usage of the river par- 
ticularly because of a planned intermit- 
tant flow pattern and a design to draw 
subsurface water relatively low in dis- 
solved oxygen content from said reser- 
voir for power production. AWIC is 
charged by the laws of Alabama (Regular 
Session 1965, Act No. 574) with establish- 
ing standards of quality for waters of 
the State of Alabama and is principally 
concerned with the granting or denying 
of permits to discharge sewage and waste 
into the waters of the States. ° 

The Holt Lock and Dam is located on 
the Warrior River at River mile 355, ap- 
proximately 5 miles upstream from 
Tuscaloosa, Ala. By order dated October 
1, 1965, this Commission issued a license 
to Alabama Power Co. for the construc- 
tion and operation of hydroelectric fa- 
cilities at the U.S. Holt Lock and Dam 
which was then under construction, Ala- 
bama Power Co., Project No. 2203 (34 
FPC 1108). The license authorized the 
construction of an intake structure and 
powerhouse with an installation of 40,000 
kw at the Holt Dam. These facilities are 
now under construction. Project No. 2203 
is one of three developments Alabama 
Power has under construction or in oper- 
ation on the Warrior River and its trib- 
utaries. The other two are licensed as 
Project No. 2165. Project No. 2165 was 
licensed by the Commission on Septem- 
ber 12, 1957 (18 FPC 327), and consists 
of the Lewis Smith development, 157,500 


? The document was designated a “motion” 
by AWIC, but it more nearly conforms to a 
complaint under our rules of practice and 
procedure, 


- 


NOTICES 


kw, at river mile 447 and a 45,125 kw 
powerplant at the U.S. Bankhead Dam at 
river mile 373. The Bankhead and Holt 
developments contain very little storage 
and are essentially river run operations. 
The upstream Lewis Smith development 
has substantial reservoir storage which 
affects both of the downstream plants. 

‘On January 25, 1968, as supplemented 
on August 5, 1968, Alabama Power filed 
an answer to the matters and allegations 
made in the complaint and a motion to 
dismiss AWIC’s filing insofar as it re- 
quests an amendment or revision to Ala- 
bama Power’s license for Project No. 
2203. This order denies Alabama Power’s 
motion to dismiss. The substantive is- 
sues raised by the Complaint and answer 
are matters which should be further in- 
vestigated and heard within the author- 
ity of this Commission over licensed. Proj- 
ect Nos. 2165 and 2203. Our action is 
without prejudice to Alabama Power's 
right to renew its request for dismissal 
of AWIC’s filing at the conclusion of this 
hearing in this matter. In opposing 
AWIC’s requests, Alabama Power as- 
serts that the minimum flow releases 
would adversely affect the company’s hy- 
droelectric power output on the Warrior 
River and cause the Company to bear 
unjustified economic burdens. Addition- 
ally, Licensee contends that prior to its 
construction of the Lewis Smith develop- 
ment (Project No. 2165), some 92 miles 
upstream from the Holt Dam, the War- 
rior River was characterized by extremely 
low flows during frequently recurring 
dry seasons. According to Alabama Pow- 
er, without its upstream developments 
on the Warrior River, the low flows in 
the vicinity of Tuscaloosa, would create 
a vastly more difficult stream flow prob- 
lem in that locality than will exist after 
its completion of Project No. 2203. In ad- 
dition, Alabama Power maintains that 
there are available sites below the Holt 
Dam where industrials could construct 
and operate adequate retention basins for 
retaining industrial effluents sufficiently 
to meet the requirements of the AWIC. 
Accordingly, Alabama Power urges that 
AWIC’s request for a 500 cfs minimum 
dry weather flow be denied. 

With respect to AWIC’s request that 
additional reaeration facilities be con- 
structed at the Holt Dam, Alabama 
Power represents that pursuant to Ar- 
ticle 43* of its license it plans to under- 


? Article 43 provides: 

The Licensee shall, in cooperation with 
the Alabama Water Improvement Commis- 
sion and the U.S. Public Health Service, con- 
duct an evaluation study for a period of five 
years to determine the dissolved oxygen con- 
tent of the water just downstream from the 
Bankhead dam and powerhouse and the Holt 
dam and powerhouse. An annual progress 
report of the evaluation study shall be filed 
with the Commission. The Licensee shall 
modify the project operation or project struc- 
tures as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sion, after notice and opportunity for hear. 
ing, in the event the operation of Holt power- 
house has a deleterious effect on the quality 
of the water. 
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take a study to determine among other 
things, the need for such facilities. 


On January 29, 1968, the Gulf States 
Paper Corp. (Gulf States), filed a peti- 
tion seeking leave to intervene in the 
proceeding initiated by AWIC’s com- 
plaint of December 4, 1967. Gulf States 
represents that it is engaged in the man- 
ufacture of pulp, paper, and paper prod- 
ucts and that since 1929, it has operated a 
large pulp mill, paper mill, and convert- 
ing plant located on the Black Warrior 
River at Tuscaloosa just below Alabama 
Power’s Holt Project. Gulf States claims 
that the operation of its mill is depend- 
ent upon the use of water from the War- 
rior River both for a water supply and 
for the disposal of its treated effluent from 
the pulp mill and paper mill. Gulf states 
represents that the proposed operation 
of the power plant at the Holt Dam for 
peaking purposes and with no flow 
through the dam on weekends will ad- 
versely affect the use of the river for 
recreation; fish life and for industrial 
use. 
In addition, Gulf States claims that 
the replacement by the Corps of En- 
gineers of some 17 low-head dams with 
six high dams with long deep pools has 
further injured the quality of the water. 
According to Gulf States the oxygen con- 
tent of the water at the lower levels in 
the deep pools formed by the high dams 
is much less than in normal flowing 
water, at times is devoid of oxygen, and 
that there is much less reaeration than 
with numerous low dams. 

On August 12, 1968, the Department 
of Conservation of the State of Alabama 
filed a petition seeking leave to intervene 
in this proceeding in support of the posi- 
tion of the AWIC. 

Petitions to intervene in this proceed- 
ing have also been filed by five counties, 
six municipalities, and three industrial 
corporations and one labor union.’ All 
of these petitioners maintain that they 
or the interests they represent may suffer. 
injury by virtue of the Alabama Power 
Co.’s proposed operation of the Holt 
Project. These petitioners in general sup- 
port the position of the AWIC. 

The allegations of AWIC, Alabama 
Power, Gulf States, and the other peti- 
tioners raise questions as to what action, 
if any, the Commission should take with 
respect to the operation of Project Nos. 
2165 and 2203 and particularly with re- 
spect to Article 18 of the license for 


* See the following Petitioners: 
Alabama Binder & Chemical Corp. 
Town of Butler. 

Choctaw County, Ala. 

City of Demopolis. 

City of Eutaw. 

Greene County, Ala. 

Hunt Oil Co. 

International Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite 
and Paper Mill Workers. 

City of Linden. 

Marengo County, Ala. 

City of Northport. 

Reichhold Chemicals, Inc. 

Sumter County, Ala. 

Tuscaloosa County, Ala. 

City of York. 
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Project No. 2165 and Articles 6, 14, 15, 
34, and 43 of the license for Project No. 
2203 ‘ and these allegations in turn raise 
questions which may require information 
from others respecting water quality in 
the Warrior River, including the US. 
Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army, and the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Administration, Department of 
the Interior. The several dams on War- 
rior River which affect the flow of water 
past Tuscaloosa have been constructed 
and are operated by the U.S. Corps of 
Engineers. Moreover, it is also noted that 
the AWIC and the Department of the 
Interior have been charged by respective 
State and Federal laws with certain re- 
sponsibilities with respect to the abate- 
ment of water pollution. See Alabama 
Code, Title 22, section 140, and (33 U.S.C. 
466, et seq.). By our action, in directing 
service of a copy of this order on the 
Departments of the Army and Interior, 
we invite participation by both Depart- 
ments as parties in this proceeding. 

The Commission further finds: It is 
appropriate for the purposes of the Fed- 
eral Power Act, particularly sections 4, 
10, 306, 307, 308, 309, and 311 thereof: 
(a) To deny Alabama’s motion to dis- 
miss AWIC’s Complaint; (b) to institute 
an investigation into the matters and is- 
sues raised in the various pleadings of the 
above-mentioned parties; (c) to permit 
the various petitioners to intervene and 
to allow an additional time for others 
interested in presenting evidence to file 
petitions to intervene; and (d) to con- 
solidate the proceedings and set a public 
hearing respecting the matters involved 
and the issues presented, all in the man- 
ner hereinafter provided. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) An investigation is hereby in- 
stituted into the matters referred to in 
the finding above, and it is hereby or- 
dered that a public hearing be held be- 
fore a Presiding Examiner. 

(B) The proceeding on the Complaint 
by the Water Improvement Commission 
of the State of Alabama and the investi- 
gation ordered herein are hereby con- 
solidated for hearing. 

(C) A prehearing conference shall be 
held on September 24, 1968, at 10 a.m., 
e.d.t., in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 441 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., before a Presiding Ex- 
aminer. The time for the hearing and a 
schedule for the filing of testimony shall 
be fixed by the Presiding Examiner fol- 
lowing the prehearing conference. 

(D) The following petitioners are 
hereby permitted to intervene in the pro- 
ceeding in Docket No. E-7440 subject to 
the Commission’s rules and regulations: 
Provided, however, That the participa- 
tion shall be limited to matters affecting 


*Article 18 of the license for Project No. 
2165 and Article 6 of the license for Project 
No. 2203 authorize the Commission to estab- 
lish minimum flows. Article 14 of the license 
for Project No. 2203 provides for electric and 
hydraulic coordination; Article 15 provides 
for the construction of facilities for protec- 
tion of fish and wildlife; Article 34 provides 
for joint use and Article 43 provides for 
modification of the project to protect water 
quality. 


NOTICES 


asserted rights and interests as specifi- 

cally set forth in the petitions for leave 

to intervene: And, provided further, 

That the admission of said petitioners as 

interveners shall not be construed as 

recognition by the Commission that said 

petitioners might be aggrieved because 

of any order or orders of the Commission 

entered in this proceeding. 

Alabama Binder & Chemical Corp. 

Alabama Department of Conservation. 

Town of Butler. 

Choctaw County, Ala. 

City of Demopolis. 

City of Eutaw. 

Greene County, Ala. 

Gulf States Paper Corp. 

Hunt Oil Co. 

International Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite 
and Paper Mill Workers. 

City of Linden. 

Marengo County, Ala. 

City of‘Northport. 

Reichhold Chemicals, Inc. 

Sumter County, Ala. 

Tuscaloosa County, Ala. 

City of York. 


(E) Any other person desiring to in- 
tervene in this proceeding should file a 
petition pursuant to §1.8 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8) on or before September 10, 
1968. 

(F) The motion of Alabama Power 
Co. to dismiss AWIC’s protest is hereby 
denied without prejudice to a renewal of 
that motion at the conclusion of the 
hearing ordered herein. 

(G) The Secretary of the Commission 
is instructed to transmit copies of this 
order to the Secretary of the Department 
of the Interior and to the Chief of Engi- 
neers, Department of the Army. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorpDon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10925; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. RP68-15, RP69-3] 
PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 


Order Providing for Hearing and Sus- 
pending Proposed Increased Rates 
and Charges and Consolidating 
Proceedings 

AvGUST 29, 1968. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

(Panhandle) on August 7, 1968, tendered 

for filing proposed changes in its FPC 

Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1* with 

a request that they be allowed to become 

effective as of September 7, 1968. The 

proposed changes would increase the 
rates and charges for all jurisdictional 
sales by approximately $5.1 million per 
year, over and above the rates in effect 


13d Revised Sheets Nos. 24-A, 24-B, and 
24-C; 4th Revised Sheets Nos. 26-F and 26—- 
G; 5th Revised Sheet No. 26-E; 6th Revised 
Sheets Nos. 26-A and 26-B; 10th Revised 
Sheets Nos. 5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 23, and 24; 11th 
Revised Sheets Nos. 4, 7, 10, 13, 14, 16, 17, 20, 
22, 29, and 31; 12th Revised Sheets Nos. 19 
and 27; and 15th Revised Sheet No. 25 to its 
FPPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. 


subject to 
RP68-15.* 

In support of the proposed increase in 
rates, Panhandle states that the filing 
is intended solely to reflect the increase 
in its cost of purchased gas which would 
result from increased rates tendered for 
filing by its affiliated supplier, Trunkline 
Gas Co. (Trunkline), in Docket No. 
RP69-4. The Trunkline rate increase is 
also proposed to become effective on 
September 7, 1968. Panhandle requests 
that if the Trunkline rate increase is 
suspended, its filing be suspended for a 
concurrent period of time. Panhandle 
also requests that, notwithstanding sus- 
pension, this proposed increase be con- 
solidated with Phase II of the proceed- 
ing in Docket No. RP68-15. 

The accompanying data and studies 
contained in Statements L,' M, and N, 
submitted by Panhandle, are based upon 
the test year data (12 months ended 
Oct. 31, 1967) in the pending proceeding, 
Docket No. RP68-15, adjusted for the 
aforementioned increase in purchased 
gas costs. Panhandle asserts that the 
August 7th filing “does not involve a 
change in facilities, sales volumes or 
cost of service” reflected in the pending 
docket. 

Commission Staff studies of the pro- 
posed filing together with certain sales 
data reported by Panhandle (FPC Form 
No. 11) indicate that there has been a 
material increase in sales volumes over 
the estimated sales included in Pan- 
handle’s rate filing on January 4, 1968, 
in the pending docket. 

The increased rates and charges con- 
tained in Panhandle’s FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1, as proposed to be 
amended herein, have not been shown to 
be justified, and may be unjust, unrea- 
sonable, unduly discriminatory, or pref- 
erential, or otherwise unlawful. 

Upon consideration of all the circum- 
stances, we believe that, in the interest 
of having a fully developed record includ- 
ing all available sales volumes experi- 
enced by the company as the basis for 
decision, we will require Panhandle to 
provide such additional evidence in the 
pending proceeding. Furthermore, we 
find that upon the basis of Panhandle’s 
making available such additional sales 
data, it will be appropriate to consolidate 
the proceedings in Docket No. RP69-3 
with those in Docket No. RP68—15, as re- 
quested by Panhandle. In view of the 
consolidation of these proceedings, the 
parties who have been granted interven- 
tion in Docket No. RP68-15 shall be con- 
sidered to have been granted interven- 
tion in Docket No. RP69-3. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis- 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the rates and charges con- 
tained in Panhandle’s FPC Gas Tariff, 


refund in Docket No. 


?Panhandle’s proposed rates in RP68-15 
were reduced by Opinion No. 543 and order 
issued July 19, 1968, which determined the 
fair rate of return for Panhandle. On Au- 
gust 16, 1968, the company filed an applica- 
tion for rehearing. 
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Original Volume No. 1 as proposed to be 
amended by the revised tariff sheets 
tendered for filing by Panhandle Au- 

7, 1968, and that the proposed re- 
yised tariff sheets be suspended and the 
use thereof be deferred subject to the 
conditions herein provided. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR, 
Ch. I) , a public hearing be held in Docket 
No. RP69-3, together with hearings in 
Docket No. RP68-15, concerning the law- 
fulness of the rates, charges, classifica- 
tions and services contained in Pan- 
handle’s FPC Gas Tariff, Original Vol- 
ume No. 1, as proposed to be amended by 
the revised tariff sheets tendered for 
filing on August 7, 1968, as specified 
above. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci- 
sion thereon, Panhandle’s proposed re- 
vised tariff sheets listed above are hereby 
suspended and the use thereof is deferred 
until February 7, 1969, and until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Panhandle shall on or before Sep- 
tember 13, 1968, serve as evidence in 
these consolidated proceedings, prepared 
testimony and exhibits which shall in- 
clude Panhandle’s sales volumes, by 
classes of customers, experienced during 
the period November 1, 1967, through the 
end of its latest available billing month, 
and its estimated total sales volumes for 
the balance of the 12-month period, to- 
gether with cost changes directly asso- 
ciated with the increases in such sales 
over and above the sales included in Pan- 
handle’s January 4, 1968, rate filing, and 
the amended exhibits and testimony 
which reflect such increased sales and 
costs in Panhandle’s allocated cost of 
service and rate design. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10926; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. CP68-196, CP68-223] 


SHENANDOAH GAS CO. AND 
ATLANTIC SEABOARD CORP. 


Order Granting Petition To Intervene 
and Fixing Date of Hearing; 
Correction 

AvcusT 26, 1968. 
In order granting petition to inter- 
vene and fixing date of hearing, issued 

August 12, 1968, and published in the 

FEDERAL REGISTER August 23, 1968, 

Docket No. CP68-196 et al. (F.R. Doc. 

68-10173), 33 F.R. 12016, ordering para- 

graph (D) which was inadvertently 

omitted is as follows: (D) Floyd E. 

Dominy having filed a petition to inter- 

vene is hereby permitted to become an 

intervener in this proceeding subject to 
the rules and regulations of the Commis- 

Sion: Provided, however, That the par- 


NOTICES 


ticipation of such intervener shall be 
limited to matters affecting asserted 
rights and interests as specifically set 
forth in said petition for leave to inter- 
vene; And provided further, That the 
admission of such intervener shall not 
be construed as recognition by the Com- 
mission that he might be aggrieved be- 
cause of any order or orders of the Com- 
mission entered in this proceeding. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10927; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RP69-4] 
TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 


Order Providing for Hearing and Sus- 


pending Proposed Increased Rates 
and Charges 
Avcust 30, 1968. 


Trunkline Gas Co. (Trunkline) on 
August 7, 1968, tendered for filing pro- 
posed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1,’ with the request 
that they be allowed to become effective 
on September 7, 1968. The proposed 
changes would increase rates and 
charges for all jurisdictional sales by 
approximately $13.5 million per year 
(9.2 percent) based upon sales for the 
year ended May 31, 1968, as adjusted. 

In support of the increased rates, 
Trunkline states that the need for the 
rate increase stems from increased sales 
demands upon the system and the result- 
ing installation of substantial plant 
additions and the acquisition of gas sup- 
plies to meet such demands. The prin- 
cipal reasons given for the increases in- 
clude: (1) Increased costs for labor and 
supplies; (2) increased local, State, and 
Federal income taxes, including 10 per- 
cent surcharge thereon; (3) increased 
cost of purchased gas and facilities as- 
sociated therewith; and (4) increased 
cost of capital and the claimed need of 
a 7.39 percent rate of return. 

A review of the filing indicates on its 
face that certain issues are raised which 
require development in an evidentiary 
proceeding. Included among those issues, 
but without limitation thereof, are: The 
need for a 7.39 percent rate of return, 
including 1.5 percent on Accumulated 
Deferred Taxes (Account 281); the ap- 
propriate limitation of the 10 percent 
surcharge upon and the computation of 
the Federal income tax allowance; work- 
ing capital and rate base adjustments; 
adjustments to depreciation allowances 
and reserves; adjustments to purchased 
gas costs and operating expenses; ad- 
justments to sales and revenues; the 
allocation of costs, including the appro- 
priate allocation of costs between sales 


19th Revised Sheet No. 4; 5th Revised 
Sheet No. 5-A; 8th Revised Sheet No. 6-A; 
7th Revised Sheet No. 6-B; 5th Revised 
Sheet No. 6—-C; 8th Revised Sheet Nos. 7 and 
9; 6th Revised Sheet Nos. 9-D and 9-F; 
7th Revised Sheet No. 9-G; 5th Revised 
Sheet No. 9—-P; 4th Revised Sheet No. 9—-R; 
3d Revised Sheet No. 9AE; 2d Revised Sheet 
No. 9AF. 


zones and appropriate rate design re- 
flecting such cost allocations not pre- 
viously determined by the Commission 
for Trunkline. 

The increased rates and charges con- 
tained in Trunkline’s FPC Gas Tariff 
Original Volume No. 1, as proposed to 
be amended herein have not been shown 
to be justified, and may be unjust, un- 
reasonable, unduly discriminatory, or 
preferential, or otherwise unlawful. 

We contemplate that among the issues 
mentioned above and others, some may 
be susceptible of hearing and decision 
within the 5 months’ suspension period. 
In order that the collection and refund- 
ing of any possible excess charges may 
be avoided, we will provide procedure 
under which such issues may be tried 
in an initial phase of the hearings.’ 

Following publication of the Com- 
mission’s notice of Trunkline’s increased 
rate filing, petitions to intervene were 
filed on August 23, 1968, by Michigan 
Gas Utilities Co., and on August 26, 1968, 
by Dayton Power and Light Co., Central 
Illinois Public Service Co., and Central 
Indiana Gas Co., Inc. Michigan Public 
Service Commission filed a notice of 
intervention on August 21, 1968. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the en- 
forcement of the provisions of the 
Natural Gas-Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the rates and charges 
contained in Trunkline’s FPC gas tariff, 
as proposed to be amended herein, and 
that the proposed tariff sheets listed 
above be suspended, and the use there- 
of be deferred as herein provided. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the en- 
forcement of the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that the disposition 
of this proceeding be expedited in ac- 
cordance with the procedures set forth 
below. 

The Commission orders: 


(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the Reg- 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR, Ch. I), a public hearing be held 
commencing on September 24, 1968 at 
10 a.m., e.d.t., in a hearing room of the 
Federal Power Commission, 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20426, concern- 
ing the lawfulness of the rates, charges, 
classifications, and services contained in 
Trunkline’s FPC gas tariff, as proposed 
to be amended herein. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci- 
sion thereon Trunkline’s proposed re- 
vised tariff sheets listed above are hereby 
suspended and the use thereof is deferred 
until February 7, 1969, and until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) At the hearing on September 24, 
1968, Trunkline’s prepared testimony 


?Tennessee Gas Transmission Company 
v. PP.C., 371 US. 145, 154-155 (1962). 
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(Statement P) filed and served on Au- 
gust 22, 1968, together with its entire rate 
filing as submitted and served on Au- 
gust 7, 1968, shall be admitted to the 
record as Trunkline’s complete case-in- 
chief as provided in Commission regula- 
tions § 154.63(e) (1), and Order No. 254, 
28 FPC 495, 496, subject to appropriate 
motions, if any, by parties to the 
proceeding. 

(D) Following admission of Trunk- 
line’s complete case-in-chief, the parties 
shall present their views and the Pre- 
siding Examiner, in the exercise of his 
discretion, shall determine which issues, 
if any, shall be heard in the initial phase 
hearing; fix dates for service of Staff’s 
and Interveners’ evidence on such issues 
and service of Trunkline’s rebuttal testi- 
mony; fix dates for witnesses to appear 
for adoption of their testimony and to 
stand cross-examination thereon; and 
proceed with such hearing as expedi- 
tiously as feasible. The Examiner shall 
thereafter fix dates for service of testi- 
mony and cross-examination on all is- 
sues not being heard in the first phase 
hearing. 

(E) Presiding Examiner Max L. Kane, 
or any other designated by the Chief Ex- 
aminer for that purpose (see Delegation 
of Authority, 18 CFR 3.5(d)), shall pre- 
side at the hearing in this proceeding; 
shall prescribe relevant procedural mat- 
ters not herein provided, and shall con- 
trol this preceeding in accordance with 
the policies expressed in § 2.59 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure. : 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10928; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP69-38 ] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 3, 1968. 

Take notice that on August 23, 1968, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 1407, Shreveport, La. 
71102, filed in Docket No. CP69-38 a 
“budget-type” application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, as 
implemented by § 157.7(b) of the regula- 
tions under the Act, for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author- 
izing Applicant during the 12-month 
period beginning November 1, 1968, to 
render natural gas service to (1) existing 
distributors at rates on file with the Com- 
mission for resale in existing market 
areas, (2) direct customers located near 
the route of Applicant’s pipeline system 
in the States of Alabama, Florida, Lou- 
isiana, Mississippi, and Texas, and (3) 
provide for the miscellaneous rearrange- 
ments of sales facilities, including taps, 
meter and regulator stations and short 
pipeline extensions, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 


NOTICES 


Applicant states that the gas will not 
be used for boiler fuel purposes; that the 
total estimated cost of the facilities to 
be constructed shall not exceed $300,000 
and the deliveries to any one customer 
shall not exceed 100,000 Mcf per year. 

The estimated number and cost of fa- 
cilities to be installed by Applicant dur- 
ing the authorized construction period 
are stated to be: 








Number Estimated 
Type of project of cost of 
facilities each 
facility 
Sales to direct industrial road 
construction (temporary). - .- 15 $1, 000 
SE ene ale banca aetbaee teaser Oa 25 10, 000 
Sales to distributors... .......-- 800 


Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg- 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before September 30, 
1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity.-If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10929; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 


STANFORD RESEARCH INSTITUTE 


Notice of Hearing Before Inventions 
and Contributions Board 


Notice is hereby given that Stanford 
Research Institute, pursuant to section 
305(f) of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2457(f)), as 
implemented by section 1245.112 of the 
NASA Patent Waiver Regulations (31 
F.R. 7677-7679), has requested an oral 
hearing before the NASA Inventions and 
Contributions Board. This request arises 
from the decision by the Inventions and 
Contributions Board to recommend 
denial of the peition of Stanford Re- 
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search Institute for waiver of title to an 
invention entitled “Automatic Optom- 
eter” made under contract NAS2-3517. 
The hearing will be held at 11 a.m. on 
Tuesday, October 15, 1968, in Room 224, 
Federal Office Building No. 10B, 600 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. Other parties may attend and writ- 
ten comments for the consideration of 
the Inventions and Contributions Board 
may be submitted no later than Wednes- 
day, October 30, 1968, to the Inventions 
and Contributions Board, National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 20546. 


ERNEST W. BRACKETT, 
Chairman, Inventions and 
Contributions Board. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10935; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





UNITED AIRCRAFT CORP. 


Notice of Hearing Before Inventions 
and Contributions Board 


Notice is hereby given that United Air- 
craft Corp., pursuant to section 305(f) of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Act 
of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2457(f)) as imple- 
mented by section 1245.112 of the NASA 
Patent Waiver Regulations (31 F.R. 7677- 
7679), has requested an oral hearing 
before the NASA Inventions and Contri- 
butions Board. This request arises from 
the decision by the Inventions and Con- 
tributions Board to recommend denial of 
the petition of United Aircraft for waiver 
of title to an invention entitled “Constant 
Wear Ventilated Bump Hat” made under 
contract NAS9-723. The hearing will be 
held at 9 a.m. on Tuesday, October 15, 
1968, in Room 224, Federal Office Build- 
ing No. 10B, 600 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. Other parties may 
attend and written comments for the 
consideration of the Inventions and Con- 
tributions Board may be submitted no 
later than Wednesday, October 30, 1968, 
to the Inventions and Contributions 
Board, National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20546. 


ERNEST W. BRACKETT, 
Chairman, Inventions and 
Contributions Board. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10936; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 


8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISS'ON 


[812-2296] 


GREAT WEST VARIABLE ANNUITY 
ACCOUNT A, GREAT-WEST LIFE 
ASSURANCE CO. 


Notice of Filing of Application for 
Order Permitting Registration 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1968. 
Notice is hereby: given that The Great- 
West Life Assurance Co. (“Great-West”’), 
60 Osborne Street North, Winnipeg, 
Manitoba, Canada, a stock life insurance 








eanace tae st 
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company organized under the laws of 
Canada, and Great-West Variable An- 
nuity Account A (“Variable Annuity Ac- 
count A”), a separate and distinct fund 
established by Great-West under the 
provisions of the Canadian and British 
Insurance Companies Act, have filed an 
application for an order pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(d) of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act”) permitting Great- 
West to register Variable Annuity Ac- 
count A as an investment company under 
the Act and to make a public offering of 
its variable annuity contracts. All inter- 
ested persons are referred to the applica- 
tion on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations made 
therein which are summarized below. 

Great-West conducts the business of 
life, health, and accident insurance in 
Canada, in the District of Columbia and 
in 25 States of the United States. It 
wishes to use Variable Annuity Account A 
to fund variable annuity contracts to be 
sold by Great-West exclusively in the 
United States. An order of the Commis- 
sion is necessary to permit the sale of 
such contracts in the United States be- 
cause section 7(d) of the Act provides 
that no investment company, unless or- 
ganized or otherwise created under the 
laws of the United States or of a State, 
and no depositor or trustee of or under- 
writer for such a company not so orga- 
nized or created shall make use of the 
mails or any means or instrumentality of 
interstate commerce, directly or indi- 
rectly, to offer for sale, sell, or deliver 
after sale, in connection with a public 
offering, any security of which such com- 
pany is the issuer. The Commission is 
authorized, however, upon application 
by an investment company organized or 
otherwise created under the laws of @ 
foreign country, to issue a conditional 
or unconditional order permitting such 
company to register under the Act and 
to make a public offering of its securities 
by use of the mails and means or instru- 
mentalities of interstate commerce if the 
Commission finds that, by reason of spe- 
cial circumstances or arrangements, it is 
both legally and practically feasible ef- 
fectively to enforce the provisions of the 
Act against such company and that the 
issuance of such an order is consistent 
with the public interest and the protec- 
tion of investors. 

Great-West intends, if permitted by 
order of the Commission, to engage in a 
variable annuity business in the United 
States. Accordingly, Great-West intends 
that Variable Annuity Account A will be 
registered as an investment company 
under the 1940 Act, the variable annuity 
contract will be registered as a security 
under the Securities Act of 1933 (1933 
Act’), and Great-West wiil register itself 
as a broker-dealer under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 (“1934 Act”). 

At the state level, Great-West will be 
subject to the same regulation with re- 
spect to its variable annuity operations 
as would a United States company en- 
gaged in such operations, with the one 
exception that, as an alien insurance 
company, it is required to maintain its 
Variable Annuity Account A assets with 


NOTICES 


a US. depository in order to conform to 
the deposit requirements of the Insur- 
ance Code of the State of Michigan 
which serves as Great-West’s “state of 
entry” for doing business in the United 
States. To comply with Michigan de- 
posit requirements, Great-West will es- 
tablish, under a new trust agreement, a 
separate trust for the protection of 
owners and beneficiaries of contracts 
based upon Variable Annuity Account A. 
This trust, which will be in the United 
States, will hold all of the assets of the 
Variable Annuity Account A. Variable 
Annuity Account A will be managed by a 
Variable Annuity Account Committee. 

Great-West requests an order from the 
Commission allowing it to register Vari- 
able Annuity Account A on certain terms 
and conditions. Among other things 
these terms and conditions require: 

(1) That the assets of Variable An- 
nuity Account A be maintained in trust 
in the United States in a bank, as de- 
fined in section 2(a) (5) and having the 
qualification described in section 26(a) 
(1) of the Act; 

(2) That an agent in the United States 
be designated by Great-West and other 
persons to accept service of process in 
connection with matters relating to Vari- 
able Annuity Account A, and that Great- 
West and such other persons consent 
that any suit, action, or proceeding con- 
cerning such matters before the Commis- 
sion, or any appropriate court of the 
United States, may be commenced by the 
service of process upon such agent; 

(3) That at least a majority of the 
members of the Variable Annuity Ac- 
count Committee be US. citizens of 
whom a majority shall be resident in the 
United States; — 

(4) That copies of books and records 
be furnished the Commission, at its re- 
quest, in the United States, and that 
auditors or inspectors for the Commis- 
sion be given free access to such books 
and records at the principal office of 
Great-West in Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
Canada; and 

(5) That an accountant be appointed 
for Variable Annuity Account A who is 
qualified to act as an independent public 
accountant under the Act and the rules 
thereunder, and who maintains a perma- 
nent office and place of business in the 
United States. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
September 26, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his in- 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed 
to be controverted, or he may request that 
he be notified if the Commission shall 
order a hearing thereon. Any such com- 
munication should be addressed: Secre- 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Appli- 
cant at the address stated above. Proof 
of such service by affidavit (or in case 
of an attorney at law by certificate) shall 


12871 


be filed contemporaneously with the re- 
quest. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Commis- 
sion’s own motion. Persons who request 
a hearing, or advice as to whether a hear- 
ing is ordered, will receive notice of 
further developments in the matter in- 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or- 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBois, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10937; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 812-2258] 


PRUDENTIAL VARIABLE CONTRACT 
ACCOUNT 4 


Notice of Filing of Application for 
Order Exempting Company From 
All Provisions of the Act 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1968. 


Notice is hereby given that The Pru- 
dential Insurance Company of America 
(“Applicant”) , Prudential Plaza, Newark, 
N.J., has filed an application pursuant to 
section 6(c) of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act”) for an order exempt- 
ing The Prudential Variable Contract Ac- 
count 4 (“VCA-4”) from all provisions 
of the Act and the rules and regulations 
thereunder. All interested persons are 
referred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of the 
representations therein, which are sum- 
marized below. 


Applicant is a mutual life insurance 
company organized under the laws of the 
State of New Jersey. It has its corporate 
home office in Newark, N.J., seven re- 
gional home offices in different cities in 
the United States, and a Canadian re- 
gional home office in Toronto, Canada. 
The Canadian regional home office pro- 
vides directly to Applicant’s policy and 
contract holders in Canada the facilities 
and services ordinarily provided by an 
independent insurance company. Appli- 
cant’s Canadian operations are subject 
to the provisions of the Canadian Foreign 
Insurance Companies Act. 

VCA-4 is a separate account of Appli- 
cant established by resolution of Appli- 
cant’s Board of Directors on November 
14, 1967. VCA-4 will be used solely to 
hold and invest contributions made un- 
der group variable annuity contracts is- 
sued to Canadian corporations (which 
may include Canadian subsidiaries of 
United States corporations), and to 
trusts or other legal entities organized 
in Canada, and under individual variable 
annuity contracts issued only to residents 
of Canada who are not US. citizens. 
Payments made under contracts funded 
through VCA-4 will be made in Canadian 
currency. All of the assets of VCA-4 will 
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be physically held in Canada and, as re- 
quired by the Canadian Foreign Insur- 
ance Companies Act, at least 93 percent 
of VCA-4’s assets will be invested in 
Canadian securities. The investment 
portfolio of VCA-4 will initially be man- 
aged by the Common Stock Division of 
Applicant’s Bond Department in New- 
ark, N.J. However, the investment man- 
agement function will be transferred to 
Applicant’s employees in Canada as soon 
as the size of VCA-4 is sufficient to justify 
such a move. The actual purchase and 
sale of securities for VCA-4 will be made 
on Canadian exchanges with payment 
and delivery made in Canada. 

Applicant intends initially to use 
VCA-4 only to hold amounts contributed 
pursuant to group contracts issued for 
the purpose of funding pension and other 
retirement plans registered pursuant to 
the Canadian Income Tax Act. These 
group contracts will be sold only to Ca- 
nadian corporations and will provide for 
benefits only to employees working in 
Canada. It is possible that a Canadian 
employer who purchases a group annuity 
contract to fund a plan that provides 
benefits on a nondiscriminatory basis to 
all its employees would number among 
its employees working in Canada some 
persons who are US. citizens and not 
permanent residents of Canada. How- 
ever, Applicant will not sell a group con- 
tract funded through VCA-4 to any com- 
pany that, because of the nature of its 
business or the proximity of its plants 
or offices, or otherwise, may be expected 
to include among its employees -a sub- 
stantial number of US. citizens who are 
not permanent residents of Canada. If 
in the future Applicant uses VCA-4 to 
fund other types of group variable an- 
nuity contracts, it will follow a similar 
restrictive sales policy. Any individual 
variable annuity contracts that may be 
funded through VCA-4 in the future will 
be sold only to persons who are not U.S. 
citizens. 

For at least the past 5 years, domestic 
Canadian insurance companies have 
been offering for sale in Canada group 
variable annuity contracts for the pur- 
pose of funding employee benefit plans, 
as well as other types of individual and 
group variable annuity contracts. These 
contracts are written through the use 
of separate accounts, the investment re- 
sults of which are used to determine 
values and benefits payable under the 
contracts. Because of the need to comply 
with the Canadian Foreign Insurance 
Companies’ Act, Applicant cannot fund 
the group variable contracts that will be 
currently issued through VCA-4 or the 
group and individual variable contracts 
that may in the future be issued through 
VCA-4 through its original Variable Con- 
tract Account, which it established in 
1962 to hold contributions from contracts 
that satisfy the conditions set forth in 
Rule 3c-3 under the Act or are issued in 
connection with the plans of self-em- 
ployed individuals established pursuant 
to the Self-Employed Individuals Tax 
Retirement Act of 1962. 

The domestic Canadian insurance 
companies selling variable annuity con- 
tracts in Canada are subject to the regu- 





NOTICES 


latory requirements imposed by the 
Canadian and British Insurance Com- 
panies Act. The same requirements and 
some additional, more stringent, regula- 
tory provisions are applicable to Appli- 
cant’s Canadian operations under the 
Canadian Foreign Insurance Companies 
Act. The Superintendent of Insurance of 
Canada has by letter to Applicant (which 
Applicant has filed as an exhibit to the 
application) indicated that he is familiar 
with the proposed operations of Appli- 
cant in connection with the issuance of 
variable annuity contracts through VCA- 
4 and that he believes that the interest 
of Canadian residents affected thereby 
will be adequately protected by the ap- 
plicable provisions of Canadian law. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, by order upon applica- 
tion, may conditionally or uncondition- 
ally exempt any person, security or trans- 
action from any provision or provisions 
of the Act, if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate in 
the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur- 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act. 

Applicant submits that it is appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur- 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act for the Commission 
to enter an order exempting VCA-4 from 
all the provisions of the Act for the fol- 
lowing reasons: (1) The group variable 
annuity contracts issued through VCA- 
4 will be sold only in Canada to Canadian 
nationals under circumstances designed 
to minimize the acquisition of participat- 
ing interests in them by U.S. citizens who 
are not permanent residents of Canada; 
(2) individual variable annuity contracts 
that may be issued through VCA-4 in the 
future will be sold only in Canada and 
only to persons who are not U:S. citizens; 
(3) no variable annuity contract issued 
through VCA-4 nor any participating in- 
terest therein will be transferable, so 
that there will be no possibility of re- 
offering or resale in the United States or 
to US. citizens or residents; (4) every 
transaction with respect to, the issuance 
and sale of variable annuity contracts 
funded through VCA-4 will take place 
entirely in Canada and virtually all of 
the transactions involving the portfolio 
securities held in VCA-4 will be carried 
out there; (5) if VCA-4 is required to 
comply with the Act, Applicant will be 
placed at a serious competitive disad- 
vantage in Canada. with respect to 
Canadian domestic insurance ‘companies 
issuing variable contracts funded through 
separate accounts. 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than Sep- 
tember 23, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in- 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that 


he be notified if the Commission shall. 


order a hearing thereon. Arfy such com- 
munication should be addressed: Secre- 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis- 
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sion, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Appli- 
cant at the address stated above. Proof 
of such service (by affidavit or in case of 
an attorney at law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re- 
quest. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Com- 
mission’s own motion. Persons who re- 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive notice 
of further developments in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 


— and any postponements there- 
of. 


For the Commission. ° 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10938; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR 
RELIEF 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1968. 


Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion’ must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules 
of practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FrEperat 
REGISTER. 


LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41431—Canned goods from 
and to western trunkline territory. Filed 
by Western Trunk Line Committee, agent 
(No. A-2562), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on canned goods and related arti- 
cles, in carloads, between specified points 
in Colorado and Wyoming, on the one 
hand, and points in western trunkline 
territory, on the other. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi 
tion, modified short-line distance for- 
mula and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 20 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4674. 

FSA No. 41432—Cement to Bismarck, 
N. Dak. Filed by the Great Northern 
Railway Co. (No. 1095), and the Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. (No. 139), jointly 
on their own behalf, and on behalf of 
interested rail carriers. Rates on cement, 
portland, in bulk or in bags, in carloads, 
from East Helena, Montana City, and 
Trident, Mont., to Bismarck, N. Dak. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariffs—Supplement 42 to Great 
Northern Railway Co. tariff ICC A-9159, 


and supplement 30 to Northern Pacific 
Railway Co. tariff ICC 10036. 


By the Commission. 


H. NEIL’ GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10960; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[No. MC-C-3437 (Sub-No. 3) ] 
ATLANTA MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 
Exempt Zone 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 


Petition seeking individual determina- 
tion of the zone surrounding the Atlanta 
Municipal Airport near Atlanta, Ga., 
within which motor transportation of 
property is incidental to transportation 
by air and is exempt from economic regu- 
lation under section 203(b) (7a) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Petitioners: AIR FREIGHT MOTOR 
CARRIERS CONFERENCE, FILM CAR- 
RIER CONFERENCE OF THE AMERI- 
CAN TRUCKING ASSOCIATION, 
THEATRES SERVICE COMPANY AND 
BENTON BROTHERS FILM EXPRESS. 

Petitioner’s representatives: David A. 
Sutherland, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036, Counsel 
for Film Carrier Conference. Bryce Rea, 
Jr., Thomas M. Knebel, 1329 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20004, Counsel for 
Indiana Transit Service, Inc., and Air 
Freight Motor Carriers Conference. 

By petition filed August 16, 1968, peti- 
tioners request that the Commission in- 
dividually determine (as provided in sec- 
tion (c) Individual determination of ez- 
empt zones, to its regulations, 49 CFR 
1047.40 (formerly-section 210.40) : Motor 
transportation of property incidental to 
transportation by aircraft), the zone 
surrounding Atlanta Municipal Airport 
near Atlanta, Ga., within which motor 
transportation of property is incidental 
to transportation by air and exempt from 
the Commission’s economic regulation 
under section 203(b) (7a) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act. 

Petitioners state that Theatres Service 
Co. in No. MC-65697 (Sub-No. 32) has 
been authorized the issuance of a cer- 
tificate by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission as a motor carrier for-hire to 
transport property between Atlanta Mu- 
nicipal Airport and points in Georgia 
including Conyers, Covington, Eatonton, 
Lithonia, Madison, Oxford, Porterdale, 
and Ruthledge, Ga., over specified routes; 
that Benton Brothers Film Express, Inc., 
has been granted authority (now pend- 
ing on reconsideration) in No. MC-— 
110410 (Sub-No. 7) as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle to transport property 
between Atlanta Municipal Airport and 
points in a described portion of Georgia 
including Eatonville, over irregular 
routes; that by Order No. E-26550, dated 
March 21, 1968, in Docket No. 19586, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board granted to 
Wings & Wheels Express, Inc., an air 
freight forwarder, authority to file a 
pickup and delivery tariff for extended 
terminal area service between Atlanta, 
Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
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Conyers, Covington, Eatonton, Lithonia, 
Madison, Oxford, Porterdale, and Ruth- 
ledge, Ga.; that by Order No. E-2687, 
dated May 29, 1968, the Civil Aeronautics 


. Board affirmed its prior order in Docket 


No. 19586; that Wings and Wheels Ex- 
press, Inc., filed pickup and delivery tar- 
iff for extended terminal area service in 
accordance with the said orders, which 
tariffs became effective on July 14, 1968; 
that Wings and Wheels Express, Inc., 
presently offers service between Atlanta 
Municipal Airport, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points up to 65 miles dis- 
tant; and that individual determination 
of the Atlanta Municipal Airport air ter- 
minal exempt zone should be made by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
pursuant to 49 CFR 1047.40(a). 

Petitioners ask that a proceeding be 
instituted under the regulations set 
forth above to determine the proper 
boundary of the exempt zone surrounding 
Atlanta Municipal Airport near Atlanta, 
Ga. Any interested person wishing to 
make representations in favor of or in 
opposition to the relief sought by the 
petition may do so by submitting written 
statements. All such persons, including 
motor carriers, air carriers, shippers and 
receivers of freight, anid others, whether 
or not subject to the Commission’s juris- 
diction, are invited to submit repre- 
sentations setting forth any facts or 
argument pertinent to the proper deter- 
mination of the scope of the exempt zone 
surrounding the Atlanta Municipal Air- 
port near Atlanta, Ga. 

Representations must be filed on or 
before October 21, 1968, and copies 
thereof will be availapnle thereafter at 
the office of the Commission in Wash- 
ington, D.C. Persons desiring to file re- 
plies to representations may do so on or 
before November 22, 1968. 

An original and 15 copies of each rep- 
resentation and reply, the original of 
which must be verified with respect to 
matters of fact contained therein, must 
be filed with: 


Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20423. 


In addition, one copy of each representa- 
tion, reply, or any other pleading must 
be filed with: 


Secretary, Civil Aeronautics 
Washington, D.C. 20428. 


A copy must also be served upon peti- 
tioners’ representatives, whose addresses 
appear at the jhead of this notice, and 
upon: 


Wings & Wheels Express, Inc., 142-42 41st 
Avenue, Flushing, Long Island, N.Y. 
11355. 


Copies of all representations, replies, or 
other pleadings filed with the Commis- 
sion must show the service has been 
made upon the persons named above, in 
conformity with rule 1.22 of the Com- 
mission’s general rules of practice. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. Nem Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-10961; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[S.0. 994; ICC Order No. 14; Amdt. 3] 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY OF 
CHICAGO 


Rerouting or Diversion of Traffic 


Upon further consideration of ICC 
Order No. 14 (Belt Railway Company of 
Chicago) and good cause appearing 
therefor: 

It is ordered, That: 

ICC Order No. 14 be, and it is here- 
by amended by substituting the follow- 
ing paragraph (g) for paragraph (g) 
thereof: 

(g) Expiration date: This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., September 30, 1968, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended. 

It is further ordered, That this amend- 
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
September 6, 1968, and that this 
order shall be served upon the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, Car Service 
Division, as agent of all railroads sub- 
scribing to the car service and per diem 
agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that it be filed with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 6, 1968. 


[SEAL] R. D. PFAHLER, 
CoMMISSION, 
Agent. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10962; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 515] 


MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE 
ROUTE DEVIATION NOTICES 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 

The following letter-notices of pro- 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only have 
been filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, under the Commission’s 
Deviation Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 
211.1(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as pro- 
vided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) 
(4)). 


Protests t the use of any pro- 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time, but will not op- 
erate to stay commencement of the pro- 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s De- 
viation Rules Revised, 1957, will be num- 


-bered consecutively for convenience in 


identification and protests if any should 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 
MoTor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 1824 (Deviation No. 9), 
PRESTON TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC., 151 Eastern Boulevard, Preston, 
Md. 21655, filed August 30, 1968. Carrier 
proposed to operate as a common carrier, 
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by motor vehicle, of general commodi- 
ties, with certain exceptions, over devia- 
tion routes as follows: (1) From Cleve- 
land, Ohio, over U.S. Highway 322 to 
Brookville, Pa.; (2) from Cleveland, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 21 to junction 
Ohio Turnpike (Interstate Highway 80), 
thence over Ohio Turnpike (Interstate 
Highway 80) to junction Ohio Turnpike 
(Interstate Highway 80S), thence over 
Ohio Turnpike (Interstate Highway 
80S) to junction Pennsylvania Turnpike 
(Interstate Highway 80S), thence over 
Pennsylvania Turnpike (Interstate 
Highway 80S) to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 28; (3) from Cleveland, Ohio, 
over U.S. Highway 21 to junction Ohio 
Highway 176, thence over Ohio High- 
way 176 to Akron, Ohio; and (4) from 
Akron, Ohio, over U.S. Highway 224 to 
New Castle, Pa., and return over the same 
routes, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier 
is presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From Ford City, 
Pa., over Pennsylvania Highway 66 to 
Kittanning, Pa., thence over U.S. High- 
way 422 to junction unnumbered high- 
way (formerly U.S. Highway 422), near 
Prospect, Pa., thence over unnumbered 
Highway to junction U.S. Highway 422, 
thence over U.S. Highway 422 to Cleve- 
land, Ohio; (2) from Youngstown, Ohio, 
over Ohio Highway 18 to Akron, 


Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 8 to 
Cleveland, Ohio; (3) from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., over Pennsylvania Highway 28 to 
Brookville, Pa., thence over U.S. High- 
way 322 to junction U.S. Highway 219, 
thence over U.S. Highway 129 to junc- 


tion Pennsylvania Highway 830, thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 830 to Falls 
Creek, Pa.; (4) from New Kensington, 
Pa., over Pennsylvania Highway 56 to 
Shearersburg, Pa., thence over Pennsyl- 
vania Highway 256 to Leechburg, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 66 
to Kittanning, Pa., thence over Penn- 
sylvania Highway 85 to Home, Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 119 to junc- 
tion US. Highway 322; (5) from Du 
Bois, Pa., over U.S. Highway 219 via 
Ridgway, Pa., to Johnsonburg, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 255 
to St. Marys Pa. (also from Du Bois 
over Pennsylvania Highway 255 to St. 
Marys, Pa.), (also from Ridgway, Pa., 
over US. Highway 120 to St. Marys, 
Pa.), and thence over U.S. Highway 120 
to Emporium, Pa.; and (6) from Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., over Pennsylvania High- 
way 28 to Natrons, Pa., and return over 
the same routes. 

No. MC 3151 (Deviation No. 2), 
BENDER & LOUDON MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 3024 North Cleveland- 
Massillon Road, West Richfield, Ohio 
44286, filed August 28, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From Toledo, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 75 to Detroit, 
Mich.; (2) from Detroit, Mich., over In- 
terstate Highway 94 to Ann Arbor, Mich.; 
(3) from Toledo, Ohio, over U.S. High- 
way 223 (an access road) to junction 
US. Highway 23 at Sylvania, Ohio, 
thence over U.S. Highway 23 to Flint, 
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Mich.; (4) from junction U.S. Highways 
42 and 30 north of Mansfield, Ohio, over 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction Interstate 
Highway 71, thence over Interstate High- 
way 71 to Cleveland, Ohio; (5) from 
junction Interstate Highway 71 and In- 
terstate Highway 271 near Medina, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 271 to Cleve- 
land, Ohio; and (6) from Canton, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 77 to Cleveland, 
Ohio, and return over the same routes, 
from operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres- 
ently authorized to transport the carrier 
is presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From Toledo, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 24 to Detroit, 
Mich.; (2) from Detroit, Mich., over U.S. 
Highway 12 to Ypsilanti, Mich., thence 
over Michigan Highway 17 to Ann Arbor, 
Mich.; (3) from Toledo, Ohio, over U.S. 
Highway 24 to Detroit, Mich., thence 
over Interstate Highway 75 to Flint, 
Mich.; (4) from Mansfield, Ohio, over 
U.S. Highway 42 to Medina, Ohio, thence 
over Ohio Highway 18 to junction US. 
Highway 21, thence over U.S. Highway 21 
to Cleveland, Ohio; (5) from Medina, 
Ohio, over Highway 18 to junction US. 
Highway 21, thence over U.S. Highway 
21 to Cleveland, Ohio; and (6) from 
Canton, Ohio, over Ohio Highway 8 to 
Akron, Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 
18 to junction U.S. Highway 21, thence 
over U.S. Highway 21 to Cleveland, Ohio, 
and return over the same routes. 

No. MC 4963 (Deviation No. 31), 
JONES MOTOR CoO., INC., Bridge Street 
and Schuylkill Road, Spring City, Pa. 
19475, filed August 26, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From New York, N.Y., 
over Interstate Highway 278 to junction 
Interstate Highway 95, at or near Linden, 
N.J., thence over Interstate Highway 95 
to junction Interstate Highway 295 at or 
near Wilmington, Del., thence over Inter- 
state Highway 295 to junction Interstate 
Highway 95, thence over Interstate High- 
way 95 to junction Interstate Highway 
695, thence over Interstate Highway 695 
to junction Interstate Highway 95, thence 
over Interstate Highway 95 to Washing- 
ton, D.C., thence over Interstate High- 
way 66 to junction Interstate Highway 
81, thence over Interstate Highway 81 to 
junction Interstate Highway 64, thence 
over Interstate Highway 64 to East St. 
Louis, Tll., and return .over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From York, Pa., 
over U.S. Highway 111 to Harrisburg, 
Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 322 to 
junction U.S. Highway 422, thence over 
U.S. Highway 422 to Reading, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 222 to Allentown, Pa., 
thence over unnumbered highway (for- 
merly U.S. Highway 22) via Butztown, 
Dryland, and Wilson, Pa., to junction 
U.S. Highway 22, thence over U.S. High- 
way 22 to Newark, N.J.; (2) from Phila- 
delphia, Pa., over U.S. Highway 1 to New 
York, N.Y.; (3) from Hanover, Pa., over 
Pennsylvania Highway 116 to junction 


U.S. Highway 30, 5 miles west of York, 
Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 30 to 
York, Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 111 
to Harrisburg, Pa., thence over US. 
Highway 11 to Carlisle gate, thence over 
the Pennsylvania Turnpike to Irwin, Pa., 
at Gate 4, thence over U.S. Highway 30 
to Pittsburgh, Pa.; (4) from Washing- 
ton, Pa., over Interstate Highway 79 to 
Pittsburgh, Pa.; (5) from Cambridge, 
Ohio, over Interstate Highway 170 to 
Washington, Pa.; (6) from Columbus, 
Ohio, over Interstate Highway 70 to 
Cambridge, Ohio; and (7) from St. Louis, 
Mo., over Interstate Highway 70 to 
Columbus, Ohio, and return over the 
same routes. 

No. MC 10875 (Deviation No. 18), 
BRANCH MOTOR EXPRESS CO., 114 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10011, 
filed August 28, 1968. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a devia- 
tion route as follows: From Boston, 
Mass., over Interstate Highway 90 to 
junction Interstate Highway 84 near 
Sturbridge, Mass., thence over Interstate 
Highway 84 to Scranton, Pa., and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
carrier is presently authorized to trans- 
port the same commodities, over a per- 
tinent service route as follows: From 
Boston, Mass., over U.S. Highway 1 to 
New York, N.Y., thence over U.S. High- 
way 46 to junction U.S. Highway 611, 
thence over U.S. Highway 611 to 
Scranton, and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 23135 (Deviation No. 4), 
ERIE TRUCKING COMPANY, 1314 
West 18th Street, Erie, Pa. 16512, filed 
August 28, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Buffalo, N.Y., 
over Interstate Highway 90 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 8, thence over 
Pennsylvania Highway 8 to Erie, Pa., 
and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com- 
modities, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Buffalo, N.Y., over New 
York Highway 5 to Dunkirk, N.Y., thence 
over New York Highway 60 to Fredonia, 
N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway 20 to 
Erie, Pa., and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 54591 (Sub-No. 4) (Deviation 
No. 1), WESSON COMPANY, 205 North 
Senate Avenue, Indianapolis, Ind. 46202, 
filéd August 23, 1968. Carrier’s represent- 
atives: Kriner and Harman, 1110-1112 
Fidelity Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46402. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, and exz- 
press and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, over a deviation route 
as follows: From junction Indiana High- 
way 67 and Interstate Highway 465 (lo- 
cated on the northeast side of Indianap- 
olis, Ind.), over Interstate Highway 465 
to junction U.S. Highway 40, and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
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the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers and the same prop- 
erty, over pertinent service routes as fol- 
lows: (1) From Indianapolis, Ind., over 
Indiana Highway 67 to junction Indiana 
Highway 9 and county highway, thence 
over county highways via Pendleton to 
junction Indiana Highway 67 at a point 
northeast of Huntsville, Ind., thence over 
Indiana Highway 9 to Anderson, thence 
over Indiana Highway 32 to Muncie, 
thence over Indiana Highway 18 to Fiat, 
thence over Indiana Highway 1 to Fort 
Wayne, Ind.; (2) from junction Indiana 
Highway 18 and county highway (a short 
distance east of Montpelier) , over county 
highway via Keystone, to Poneto, thence 
over Indiara Highway 118 to junction 
Indiana Highway 1; (3) from Indianap- 
olis, Ind., over U.S. Highway 40 to junc- 
tion the Greencastle-Stilesville county 
road, located a short distance west of 
Stilesville), thence northwest over the 
Greencastle-Stilesville county road to 
Greencastle, thence southwest over 
Greencastle-Manhattan county road to 
Manhattan, thence over U.S. Highway 40 
to Terre Haute, Ind.; and (4) from Belle- 
ville, Ind., over Indiana Highway 39 to 
Clayton, thence over county road via 
Pecksburg, Amo, Coatesville, and Fill- 
more, Ind., to junction Greencastle- 
Stilesville county road, and return over 
the same routes. 

No. MC 110193 (Deviation No. 2), 
SAFEWAY TRUCK LINES, INC., 20450 
Ireland Road, South Bend, Ind. 46613, 
filed August 22, 1968. Carrier’s represent- 
ative: William J. Monheim, same ad- 
dress as applicant. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over deviation routes 
as follows: (1) From junction Interstate 
Highways 80 and 80S (west of Youngs- 
town, Ohio), over Interstate Highway 80 
to New York, N.Y.; and (2) from junction 
Interstate Highways 80‘and 80S over 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike Northeast Exten- 
sion, thence over the Pennsylvania Turn- 
pike Northeast Extension to Philadelphia, 
Pa., and return over the same routes, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently au- 
thorized to transport the same commodi- 
ties, over pertinent service routes as fol- 
lows: (1) Route 18, from New York, N.Y., 
over U.S. Highway 22 to Harrisburg, Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 15 to junction 
Interstate Highway 76; (2) Route 19 from 
New York, N.Y., over U.S. Highway 1 to 
Philadelphia, Pa.; and (3) Route 21 from 
junction Ohio Highway 7 and Interstate 
Highway 80S over Interstate Highway 
80S to junction Interstate Highway 76, 
thence over Interstate Highway 76 to 
junction Interstate Highway 276, thence 
over Interstate Highway 276 to junction 
U.S. Highway 1, and return over the same 
routes. 


MoTor CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 466) 
(Cancels Deviation No. 450) GREY- 
HOUND LINES, INC. (Southern Divi- 
sion), 219 East Short Street, Lexington, 
Ky. 40507, filed August 26, 1968. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
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by motor vehicle of passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, over 
deviation routes as follows: (1) from 
Duson, La., over Louisiana Highway 95 
to junction Interstate Highway 10, thence 
over Interstate Highway 10 to Lake 
Charles, La., with the following access 
routes: (a) From Duson, La., over Louisi- 
ana Highway 95 to junction Interstate 
Highway 10; (b) from Rayne, La., over 
Louisiana Highway 35 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 10; (c) from Crowley, La., 
over Louisiana Highway 13 to junction 
Interstate Highway 10; (d) from junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 10 and Louisi- 
ana Highway 97 over Louisiana Highway 
97 to junction U.S. Highway 90; (e) 
from junction Interstate Highway 10 and 
Louisiana Highway 26 over Louisiana 
Highway 26 to junction U.S. Highway 
90; and (f) from junction Interstate 
Highway 10 and U.S. Highway 165 over 
U.S. Highway 165 to junction U.S. High- 
way 90; and (2) from junction US. 
Highway 190 and Louisiana Highway 415 
over Louisiana Highway 415 to junction 
Louisiana Highway 76, thence over 
Louisiana Highway 76 to junction Louisi- 
ana Highway 1, thence over Louisiana 
Highway 1 to junction Interstate High- 
way 10, thence over Interstate Highway 
10 via Baton Rouge to junction Inter- 
state Highway 12, thence over Inter- 
state Highway 12 to junction U.S. High- 
way 61, with the following access route: 
From junction Louisiana Highway 1 and 
U.S. Highway 190 (at the west end of 
Mississippi River Bridge) over Louisiana 
Highway 1 to junction Interstate High- 
way 10, and return over the same routes 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres- 
ently authorized to transport passengers 
and the same property over pertinent 
service routes as follows: From New Or- 
leans, La., over U.S. Highway 90 to junc- 
tion Louisiana Highway 30, thence over 
Louisiana Highway 30 to Luling, La., 
thence over unnumbered highway to 
Boutte, La., and thence over U.S. High- 
way 90 to Lake Charles, La.; (2) from 
Natchez, Miss., over U.S. Highway 61 
via Scotlandville, La., to New Orleans, 
La.; and (3) from junction U.S. High- 
ways 90 and 190 east of Slidell, over 
U.S. Highway 190 via Slidell to Opelousas, 
La., and return over the same routes. 
No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 467) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 78), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Southern Division), 219 
East Short Street, Lexington, Ky. 40507, 
filed August 26, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From McDonough, 
Ga., over Georgia Highway 20 to junction 
Interstate Highway 75, thence over Inter- 
state Highway 75 to junction Georgia 
Highway 18; with the following access 
route: From McDonough, Ga., over 
Georgia Highway 155 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 75; and (2) from junction 
Georgia Highway 148 and Interstate 
Highway 175 over Interstate Highway 75 
to junction U.S. Highway 90 at or near 
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Lake City, Fla.; with the following access 
routes: (a) From junction Interstate 
Highway 75 and Georgia Highway 257 
over Georgia Highway 257 to Cordele, 
Ga., thence over U.S. Highway 280 to 
junction Interstate Highway 75; (b) 
from junction Interstate Highway 75 and 
U.S. Highway 82 west of Tifton, Ga., over 
U.S. Highway 82 to Tifton, Ga.; (c) from 
junction Interstate Highway 75 and 
Georgia Highway 94 over Georgia High- 
way 94 to junction U.S. Highway 84, 
thence over U.S. Highway 84 to Valdosta, 
Ga., thence over U.S. Highway 84 to 
junction Interstate Highway 75; and (d) 
from junction Interstate Highways 75 
and 475 over Interstate Highway 475 to 
junction Interstate Highway 75, and re- 
turn over the same routes, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport passengers and the same 
property, over pertinent service routes as 
follows: (1) From Chattanooga, Tenn., 
over U.S. Highway 41 via Macon, Ga., 
to Lake City, Fla., thence over U.S. High- 
way 90 to Jacksonville, Fla.; and (2) 
from junction Georgia Highways 87 and 
148 north of Macon, Ga., over Georgia 
Highway 148 to junction Interstate High- 
way 75, thence over Interstate Highway 
75 to junction Georgia Highway 18, 
thence over Georgia Highway 18 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 41 south of Forsyth, 
Ga., and return over the same routes. ; 
No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 468) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 417), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Southern Division) 219 
East Short Street, Lexington, Ky. 40507, 
filed August 28, 1968. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From junction 
U.S. Highway 51 and Interstate Highway 
55 at Brooks Road in Memphis, Tenn., 
over Interstate Highway 55 to junction 
Mississippi Highway 7, thence over 
Mississippi Highway 7 (an access road) 
to junction U.S. Highway 51, approxi- 
mately 2 miles west of Grenada, Miss.; 
(2) from Canton, Miss., over Mississippi 
Highway 22 (an access road) to junction 
Interstate Highway 55, thence over Inter- 
state Highway 55 to junction U.S. High- 
way 51, south of Ponchatoula, La.; and 
(3) also over the following access routes; 
(a) from Crystal Springs, Miss., over 
Mississippi Highway 27 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 55; (b) from McComb, 
Miss., over U.S. Highway 98 to junction 
Interstate Highway 55, and (c) from 
McComb, Miss., over Mississippi Highway 
24 to junction Interstate Highway 55, 
and return over the same routes, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property, over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From St. Louis, 
Mo., over U.S. Highway 67 to Mehlville, 
Mo., thence over US. Highway 61 to 
junction old U.S. Highway 61 at a point 
approximately 1 mile northeast of Tur- 
rell, Ark., thence over old U.S. Highway 
61 to Turrell, thence over U.S. Highway 
61 via Clarksdale, Miss., to Vicksburg, 
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Miss.; (2) from Clarksdale, Miss., over 
US. Highway 49 to Tutwiler, Miss., 
thence over U.S. Highway 49E to a point 
approximately 1.3 miles north of Yazoo 
City, Miss., thence over old U.S. High- 
way 49E to Yazoo City, Miss., thence over 
old U.S. Highway 49 to Jackson, Miss.; 
and (3) from Jackson, Miss., over U.S. 
Highway 51 to Laplace, La., and return 
over the same routes. 

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 469) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 425), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Southern Division) 219 
East Short Street, Lexington, Ky. 40507, 
filed August 29, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From junction In- 
terstate Highways 85 and 285, south of 
Atlanta, Ga., over Interstate Highway 
85 to junction unnumbered county road 
(Palmetto Interchange), thence over un- 
numbered county road to Palmetto, Ga.; 
and (2) from Montgomery, Ala., over 
Interstate Highway 85 to junction 
Georgia Highway 219, thence over Geor- 
gia Highway 219 to La Grange, Ga., with 
the following access roads: (a) From 
junction Interstate Highway 85 and Ala- 
bama Highway 126 over Alabama High- 
way 126 to Tuskegee, Ala.; and (b) from 
junction Interstate Highway 85 and Ala- 
bama Highway 81 over Alabama Highway 
81 to Tuskegee, Ala., and return over the 
same routes, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the 
carrier is presently authorized to trans- 
port passengers and the same property 
over a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Atlanta, Ga., over U.S. Highway 29 
via Moreland and La Grange, Ga., and 
Opelika, Ala., to Tuskegee, Ala., thence 
over U.S. Highway 80 to Montgomery, 
Ala., and return over the same route. 

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 470) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 7), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Eastern Division), 1400 
West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44113, 
filed August 30, 1968. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From Interchange 
No. 33 of the Connecticut Turnpike at 
the New Haven County, Conn., county 
line, over the Connecticut Turnpike (also 
designated as Interstate Highway 95) to 
its Interchange No. 68 near Old Say- 
brook, Conn.; (2) from Interchange No. 
76 of the Connecticut Turnpike over the 
Connecticut Turnpike to its eastern 
terminus at the Connecticut-Rhode 
Island State line, at the junction of the 
Connecticut Turnpike and U.S. Highway 
6 near South Killingly, Conn., and (3) 
from New London, Conn., over Connect- 
icut Highway 32 to junction with the 
Connecticut Turnpike (Interchange No. 
78), and return over the same routes, 
for operating convenience only. The no- 
tice indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property, over pertinent serv- 
ice routes as follows: (1) From Boston, 
Mass., over U.S. Highway 1 via Dedham 
and North Attleboro, Mass., to Provi- 
dence, RI. (also from Dedham over 
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Massachusetts Highway 1A to North 
Attleboro), thence over Rhode Island 
Highway 3 to Westerly, R.I., thence over 
US. Highway 1 and Alternate U‘S. 
Highway 1 to junction Interstate High- 
way 95 to Gorton, Conn., thence over In- 
terstate Highway 95 (also known as U.S. 
Highway 1) via New London to junction 
with the Connecticut Turnpike, at its In- 
terchange No. 76, thence over the Con- 
necticut Turnpike (also designated as 
Interstate Highway 95) to its Inter- 
change No. 68, near Old Saybrook (also 
from New London over Alternate U.S. 
Highway 1 to junction of Interstate 
Highway 95 and the Connecticut Turn- 
pike at its Interchange No. 75), thence 
over U.S. Highway 1 via Port Chester, 
N.Y., to New York, N.Y.; and (2) from 
Providence, R.I., over U.S. Highway 6 to 
junction U.S. Highway 6A approximately 
2 miles west of South Killingly, Conn., 
thence over U.S. Highway 6A via Daniel- 
son to its junction with U.S. Highway 6 
near East Brooklyn, Conn., thence over 
U.S. Highway 6 via Willimantic to junc- 
tion Connecticut Highway 66, thence over 
Connecticut Highway 66 to Middletown, 
Conn., thence over Connecticut Highway 
17 to New Haven, Conn., and return over 
the same routes. 

No. MC 13028 (Deviation No. 12), THE 
SHORT LINE, INC., 27 Sabin Street, 
Post Office Box 1116, Annex Station, 
Providence, R.I. 02901, filed August 29, 
1968. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, and 
express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over a de- 
viation route as follows: From junc- 
tion Rhode Island Highways 138 and 
24 at Portsmouth, R.I., over Rhode 
Island Highway 24 to the Rhode 
Island-Massachusetts State line, thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 24 to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 195 at Fall 
River, Mass., thence over Interstate 
Highway 195 to junction Massachusetts 
Highway 24, at Fall River, Mass., thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 24 to junc- 
tion Massachusetts Highway 128 near 
North Randolph, Mass., thence over 
Massachusetts Highway 128 to junction 
Massachusetts Highway 3 at Quincy, 
Mass,. thence over Massachusetts High- 
way 3 to Boston, Mass. (Park Square), 
and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From Newport, 
R.I., over Rhode Island Highway 138 to 
the Rhode Island-Massachusetts State 
line, thence over Massachusetts Highway 
138 via Fall River, Mass., to Boston, 
Mass. (Park Square), and (2) from junc- 
tion Massachusetts Highways 138 and 128 
over Massachusetts Highway 128 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 1 at Dedham, Mass., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to Boston, 
Mass., and return over the same route. 


By the Commission. 


(SEAL] H. NEIL Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10963; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
:48 am.] 


[Notice 686] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 340) published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effec- 
tive July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FEDERAL REGISTER publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica- 
tion is published in the FepERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized rep- 
resentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 63041 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: BUILD- 
ERS TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office 
Box 1991, 14 Wellesley Court, York, Pa. 
17402. Applicant’s representative: John 
M. Musselman, 400 North Third Street, 
Post Office Box 46, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Roofing, siding, 
sealing, insulating, wall and ceiling ma- 
terials, from Baltimore, Md., to points in 
Delaware; points in Adams, Bedford, 
Blair; Cambria, Centre, Chester, Clear- 
field, Clinton, Cumberland, Dauphin, 
Franklin, Fulton, Delaware, Bucks, 
Montgomery, Philadelphia, Berks, Leb- 
anon, Lehigh, Northampton, Northum- 
berland, Schuylkill, Carbon, Montour, 
Luzerne, Monroe, Lackawanna, Wyo- 
ming, Sullivan, Pike, Wayne, Susque- 
hanna, Bradford, Tioga, Indiana, West- 
moreland, Fayette, Jefferson, Armstrong, 
Allegheny, Butler, Greene, Beaver, 
Washington, Lawrence, Huntingdon, Ju- 
niata, Lancaster, Lycoming, Perry, Sny- 


- der, Somerset, Union, and York Counties, 


Pa., and points in Albemarle, Amelia, 
Amherst, Appomattox, Augusta, Bath, 
Bedford, Buckingham, Campbell, Caro- 
line, Charles City, Charlotte, Chester- 
field, Culpeper, Cumberland, Dinwiddie, 
Essex, Fairfax, Fauquier, Fluvanna, 
Frederick, Gloucester, Goochland, 
Greene, Halifax, Hanover, Henrico, 
Highland, James City, King and Queen, 
King George, King William, Loudoun, 
Louisa, Lunenburg, Madison, Mathews, 
Middlesex, Nelson, New Kent, Nottoway, 
Orange, Page, Pittsylvania, Powhatan, 
Prince Edward, Prince George, Prince 
William, Rappahannock, Rockbridge, 
Rockingham, Shenandoah, Spotsylvania, 
Stafford, and York Counties, Va. (except 
Frederickburg, Norfolk, Richmond, and 
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West Point, Va., and points in Virginia 
within 10 miles of Washington, D.C.); 
and points in Barbour, Boone, Braxton, 
Clay, Fayette, Grant, Greenbrier, Hamp- 
shire, Hardy, Logan, Mineral, Nichols, 
Pendelton, Pocohontas, Preston, Raleigh, 
Randolph, Tucker, Upshur, and Webster 
Counties, W. Va., under a continuing 
contract with GAF Corp., Building & In- 
dustrial Products Division, South Bound 
Brook, N.J., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: GAF Corp., Building & Indus- 
trial Products Division, General Traffic 
Department, South Bound Brook, N.J. 
08880. Send protests to: Robert W. Rite- 
nour, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 218 Central In- 
dustrial Building, 100 North Cameron 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. 

No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 193 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: TRANSIT 
HOMES, INC., Post Office Box 1628, Hay- 
wood Road at Transit Drive, Greenville, 
S.C. 29602. Applicant’s representative: 
Mitchell King (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, from Rocky Mount, Vd., to 
States east of the Mississippi River in- 
cluding Louisiana and Minnesota, but 
excluding Mount Clemens, Detroit, and 
Flint, Mich., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Fleetwood Homes of Virginia, 
Inc., Highway 40, Rocky Mount, Va. 
Send protests to: Arthur B. Abercrombie, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 601A Federal Building, 901 
Sumter Street, Columbia, S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 96784 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: SVENS- 
SON FREIGHT LINES, Post Office Box 
530, 800 Pacific Avenue, Yuma, Ariz. 
85364. Applicant’s representative: Pete 
H. Dawson, 4453 East Piccadilly Road, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 85018. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), (a) Between 
Phoenix, Ariz., and Yuma, Ariz., from 
Phoenix over U.S. Highway 80 to Yuma, 
and return over the same route, serving 
to and from all intermediate points be- 
tween Yuma and Theba, and off-route 
points of Roll, Dome, Hyder, and Agua 
Caliente, Ariz., (b) between Yuma Test 
Station, Ariz., and San Luis, Ariz., from 
Yuma Test Station over U.S. Highway 95 
to San Luis, and return over the same 
route, serving to or from all intermediate 
points, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
pers: There are over 100 statements of 
support attached to the application 
which may be examined here at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field of- 
fice named below. Send protests to: 
Andrew V. Baylor, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 3427 
Federal Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 85025. 
Note: Applicant states it proposes to 
interline at Phoenix and/or Yuma, Ariz. 
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No. MC 102682 (Sub-No. 255 TA), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: HUGHES 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post Office 
Box 10207, Charleston, S.C. 29411. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Frank B. Hand, 
Jr., The Perpetual Building, 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A, B, and C ez- 
plosives; ammunition not classified as 
classes A, B, and C explosives, poisons; 
flammable solids; and tear gas materials, 
from Sugar Grove, Va., to Goodyear and 
Mesa, Ariz.; Pine Bluff, Ark.; Tooele, 
Utah, Dover, Del.; Southport, N.C.; Bur- 
lington, Iowa; Marshall, Tex.; and Wolf 
Lake, Ill., with authority to interchange 
the traffic at Wolf Lake, Hl., with other 
motor carriers, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Brunswick Corp., Technical 
Products Division, Route 1, Box 300, Sug- 
ar Grove, Va. 24375. Send protests to: 
Arthur B. Abercrombie, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
601A Federal Building, Sumter Street, 
Columbia, S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 102682 (Sub-No. 256 TA), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: HUGHES 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post Office 
Box 10287, Charleston, S.C. 29411. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Frank B. Hand, 
Jr., The Perpetual Building, 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 2004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A and B explosives, 
component parts (not including ingredi- 
ents) thereof, ammunition not classified 
as a dangerous or less dangerous ex- 
plosive, and empty ammunition con- 
tainers, between points within 5 miles of 
West Jefferson, Ohio, not including West 
Jefferson, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, the site of Camp Atterbury, Ind., 
points in that part of Louisiana east of 
the Mississippi River and points in Dela- 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mary- 
land, Mississippi, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Virginia, and West Virginia with service 
at West Jefferson, Ohio, restricted to the 
interchange of traffic with applicant at 
the site of the Blue Grass Ordnance 
Depot near Richmond, Ky., and points 
within 3 miles of such depot, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: E. I. Du Pont de 
Nemours & Co., Wilmington, Del. 19838. 
Send protests to: Arthur B. Abercrombie, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 601A Federal Building, 901 
Sumter Street, Columbia, S.C. 29201. 
Note: Applicant proposes to interline 
traffic with other carriers as it now does 
at Richmond, Ky., and/or Goodlettsville, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 680 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keo- 
sauqua Way at Third; Post Office Box 
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant’s 
representative: H. L. Fabritz (same ad- 
dress as above). Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid ethylene, in bulk, in shipper 
owned vehicles, from Clinton, Iowa, to 
Whiting, Ind., for 150 days. Supporting 
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shipper: Union Carbide Corp., 270 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017. Send pro- 
tests to: Ellis L. Annett, District Super- 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 677 Federal 
Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 573 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., 100 South Calumet 
Street, Post Office Box 339, Burlington, 
Wis. 53105. Applicant’s representative: 
Fred H. Figge (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid latex, in 
bulk, from Savannah, Ga., to Minneap- 
olis, Minn., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Stein, Hall & Co., Inc., 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10016 
(Reginal Slavin, Traffic Manager). Send 
protests to: Lyle D. Helfer, District Su- 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 135 West 
Wells Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53203. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 269 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed August 16, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of August 27, 
1968, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: AMERICAN COURIER 
CORPORATION, 222-17 Northern Bou- 
levard, De Beovise Building, Bayside, 
N.Y. 11361. Applicant’s representative: 
Gerald L. Peace (same address as above). 
The purpose of this republication is to 
correctly set forth the commodities pro- 
posed to be transported in No. (3) of the 
previous notice of filing: (3) Proofs, cuts, 
copy, artwork, and materials related 
thereto, * * * Previous publication indi- 
cated applicant proposed to transport 
profits, cuts, copy, artwork, and mate- 
rials related thereto, * * * The rest of 
the application remains the same. Send 
protests to: E. N. Carignan, District Su- 
pervisor, Bureau of Operations, Room 
1807, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 
10007. 

No. MC 114126 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: SALMO 
TRANSPORT, LTD., Box 139, Salmo, 
British Columbia, Canada. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Silicious silver ore, from 
Conconully, Wash., to port of entry at 
or near Northport, Wash., on the inter- 
national boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Timberline Mining 
& Milling Co., Inc., Post Office Box 511, 
Conconully, Wash. 98819. Send protest 
to: L. C. Taylor, District Supervisor, Bu- 
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 401 U.S. Post Office, Spo- 
kane, Wash. 99201. 

No. MC 114126 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: SALMO 
TRANSPORT, LTD., Post Office Box 139, 
Salmo, British Columbia, Canada, Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Silicious silver ore, 
from Zala-M Mine near Republic, Wash., 
to port of entry at or near Danville, 
Wash. on the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Albert 
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E. Ried, Room 3, Republic Hotel, Repub- 
lic, Wash. 99166. Send protests to: L. C. 
Taylor, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 401 U.S. Post Office, Spokane, 
Wash. 99201. 

No. MC-115331 (Sub-No. 259 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 1931 
North Geyer Road, St. Louis, Mo. 63131. 
Applicant’s representative: Truck Trans- 
port, Incorporated (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Emer- 
gency restoration equipment in shipper 
furnished trailers, from Valley Park, Mo., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii) and return to Valley 
Park, Mo., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: J. C. Barnard and Associates, 
Consulting Communications Engineers, 
10121 Manchester Road, St. Louis, Mo. 
63122. Send protests to: J. P. Werth- 
mann, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op- 
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Room 3248, 1520 Market Street, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63103. 

No. MC 126706 (Sub-No. 2 TA), 
filed September 3, 1968. Applicant: 
KLEYSEN’S CARTAGE CoO., LTD., 420 
McGillivray Boulevard, Fort Gorry Post 
Office, Winnipeg 9, Manitoba, Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: Gene John- 
son, 502 First National Bank Building, 
Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Potash, in bulk, from the inter- 
national boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Northgate, N. Dak., to the storage facil- 
ity of Kleysen’s Cartage Co., at or near a 
point 2 miles south of Northgate, N. 
Dak., for subsequent movement by rail, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Inter- 
national Minerals & Chemical Corp., 
5401 Old Orchard Road, Skokie, Il. 
60076. Send protests to: J. H. Ambs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1621 
South University Drive, Room 213, 
Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 

No. MC 128273 (Sub-No. 36 TA), 
filed August 30, 1968. Applicant: MID- 
WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., Post Office 
Box 189, Fort Scott, Kans. 66701. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Clay and/or clay 
products, from Olmstead, Ill., to points 
in Kansas, Oklahoma, Iowa, Missouri, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Tennessee, Wis- 
consin, Nebraska, and Michigan, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Southern 
Clay, Inc. (a subsidiary of Lowe’s, Inc.), 
North Edward Street, Cassopolis, Mich. 
Send protests to: M. E. Taylor, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 906 Schweiter Building, Wich- 
ita, Kans. 67202. 

No. MC-128273 (Sub-No. 38 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: MID- 
WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., Post Office 
Box 189, Fort Scott, Kans. 66701. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


routes, transporting: Clay and/or clay 





NOTICES 


products, from Paris, Tenn., to points in 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Iowa, Missouri, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
and Michigan, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Southern Clay, Inc., a subsid- 
iary of Lowes, Inc., North Edward Street, 
Cassopolis, Mich. Send protests to: M. E. 
Taylor, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 906 Schweiter 
Building, Wichita, Kans. 67202. 

No. MC 129075 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: JAMES O. 
SHIVES, Melvin, Ill. 60952. Applicant’s 
representative: Mack Stephenson, 301 
North Second Street, Springfield, Il. 
62702. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery and equipment (except those 
commodities which because of size or 
weight require special equipment), from 
points in Iowa and Wisconsin to Melvin, 
Ill., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Arends Bros., Inc., Melvin, Ill. 60952. 
Send protests to: Mr. Roger L. Bu- 
chanan, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 219 South Dearborn Street, Room 
1086, Chicago, Il. 60604. 

No. MC 133090 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 30, 1968. Applicant: NORMAN 
EXPRESS CoO., INC., 540 Rosedale Ave- 
nue, Bronx, N.Y. 10472. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Bill Traub, 10 East 40th 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10016. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Heat treating furnaces 
and kilns, uncrated, pottery wheels, and 
supplies, equipment, accessories and tools 
used in the operation and maintenance 
of heat treating furnaces and kilns, for 
the account of Kiln’s, Inc., Mamaroneck, 
N.Y., between Mamaroneck, N.Y., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Fairfield County, Conn., and Bergen, 
Essex, Hudson, Union, Middlesex, Morris, 
Passaic, and Somerset Counties, N.J. (2) 
Vending machines, uncrated, and in- 
gredients and goods dispensed by vending 
machines, for the account of U-Vend, 
Inc., Yonkers, N.Y., between Yonkers, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Fairfield, New Haven and Hart- 
ford Counties, Conn., and Bergen, Essex, 
Hudson, Union, Passaic, Middlesex, Mor- 
ris, Somerset, Mercer, and Monmouth 
Counties, N.J., for 150 days. Supporting 
shippers: Kiln’s, Inc., 225 Mamaroneck 
Avenue, Mamaroneck, N.Y. 10543, U- 
Vend, Inc., 1011 Yonkers Avenue, 
Yonkers, N.Y. 10704. Send protests to: 
Robert E. Johnston, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 26 Federal Plaza, 
New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 133101 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: Ken J. 
Madsen and Kent:W. Herkenrath, doing 
business as PENINSULA AIR DE- 
LIVERY, 849 Charleston, Palo Alto, 
Calif. 94303. Applicant’s representative: 
E. H. Griffiths, 451 Turk Street, Room 23, 
San Francisco, Calif. 94102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex- 
cept commodities of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
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goods as defined in 17 M.C.C. 467 of the 
ICC commodities in bulk, commodities 
requiring special equipment and com- 
modities injurious or contaminating 
other lading), between San Francisco 
International Airport on the one hand, 
and points located within the cities of 
Mountain View, Sunnyvale, Santa Clara, 
Santa Clara County, Calif., on the other 
hand, on traffic having a prior or sub- 
sequent movement by air carrier, for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: There are ap- 
proximately 10 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send 
protests to; District Supervisor Claud W. 
Reeves, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94102. 

No. MC-133116 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: VICTOR 
W. MORRIS, 454 Wade Avenue, Pentic- 
ton, British Columbia, Canada. Appli- 
cant’s representative: J. J. Joyce, 1666 
Boundary Road, Burnaby, British Co- 
lumbia, Canada. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Lumber (dressed and rought), from 
Oroville, Tonasket, Omak, Republic, and 
Curlew, Wash., to ports of entry on the 
international boundary between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Oroville and Ferry, Wash., for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Greenwood Forest 
Products Ltd., Suite 11, 304 Martin 
Street, Penticton, British Columbia, 
Canada. Send protests to: L. C. Taylor, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
401 U.S. Post Office, Spokane, Wash. 
99201. 

No. MC 133128 TA, filed September-4, 
1968. Applicant: F-B TRUCK LINE 
COMPANY, 4255 South Second West 
Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84107. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Duane Acklie, 
1201 J Street, Post Office Box 806, Lin- 
coln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (A) Candy, confections, and confec- 
tionery products, and advertising matter, 
premiums, and display materials when 
shipped in the same vehicle with the 
commodities as described above; (1) 
From Hackettstown, N.J., and Elizabeth, 
N.J., and their commercial zones, to 
points in Illinois; (2) from Hacketts- 
town, N.J., and Chicago, Ill., and their 
commercial zones, to points in New York, 
New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, Maryland, District of Co- 
lumbia, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Montana, 
Wyoming, Utah, California, Arizona, 
Colorado, New Mexico, and Nevada. 
(Restriction: On traffic originating at 
Hackettstown, NJ., and destined to 
New York, New Jersey, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Maryland, 
District of Columbia, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, restricted to traffic hav- 
ing a prior pickup at Chicago, IIl., 
and a stop at Hackettstown, NWJ., 
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for further partial loading.) (B) 
Animal food, and advertising mat- 
ter, premiums, and display materials, 
when shipped in the same vehicle with 
the commodities as described above, from 
Los Angeles and its commercial zone to 
points in Colorado, Nebraska, Utah, 
Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, New York, New 
Jersey, and District of Columbia, under 
continuing contract with M & M/Mars 
and Kal Kan Foods, Inc., divisions of 
Mars, Inc., for 180 days. Note: Appli- 
cant will not interline or tack but will 
handle transportation to port areas for 
delivery to water carriers and subsequent 
movement. Supporting shippers: M & M/ 
Mars, a division of Mars, Inc., High 
Street, Hackettstown, N.J. 07840; Kal 
Kan Foods, Inc., a division of Mars, Inc., 
3386 East 44th Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90058. Send protests to: John MT. 
Vaughan, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 6201 Federal Building, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84111. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10964; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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12665-12671, 12721, 12773 


NOTICES 


[Notice 205] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre- 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 279), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis- 
position. The matters relied upon by peti- 
tioners must be specified in their peti- 
tions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70596. By order of Au- 
gust 27, 1968, the Transfer Board, on 
reconsideration, approved the transfer to 
Pack Transport, Inc., Idaho Falls, Idaho, 
of the operating rights in certificate No. 
MC-128150 issued January 26, 1967, to 
John J. Wasden and Myron Cook, a 
partnership, doing business as C W & M 











CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—SEPTEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during September. 
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Distributing Co., Idaho Falls, Idaho, au- 
thorizing the transportation of plywood, 
from Polson, Mont., to points in Idaho 
except those in Boundary, Bonner, 
Kootenai, Benway, Shoshone, Latah, 
Clearwater, Nez Perce, Lewis, and Idaho 
Counties, Idaho. Max D. Eliason, 3015 
Bonnie Brae Avenue, Post Office Box 
2602, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, at- 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70729. By order of August 
28, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Fox Valley Express, Inc., 
723 South Broadway, Aurora, Ill. 60505, 
of the certificate of registration in No. 
MC-85940 (Sub-No. 2) issued December 
23, 1963, to James E. Reed, doing busi- 
ness aS Fox Valley Express, 723 South 
Broadway, Aurora, Ill. 60505, evidencing 
a right to engage in transportation in 
interstate or foreign commerce _solely 
within the State of Illinois, correspond- 
ing in scope to the service authorized by 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity No. 7849MC dated August 19, 
1954, issued by the Illinois Commerce 
Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10965; Filed, Sept. 10, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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